
This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 
to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 
publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 

We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain from automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attribution The Google "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at http : //books . google . com/| 



Digitized by 



Google 



HARVARD LAW LIBRARY 



R««ived MAY 4 1914 




Digitized by 



Google 



AM 



Digitized by 



Google 



"^ 



t Digitized by VjOOQIC 



CUSTOMARY LAW, MIILTAN DISTRICT. 



Digitized by 



Google 



ats for the sale of Panjab Government Pnblicatiotfl. 



ENGLAND. 

37, Bedford Street, 
on, W. 0. 

2, Whitehall Gardens, 



Mabston & Co., St. 
ouse. Fetter Lane, 



ON, 9, Bridge Street, 
London, S. W. 

, Great Russell Street, 



BNCH, TRtoNER & Co., 

Boad, London, W. 0. 

^ccadilly, London, W. 
GATE, Oxford. 
; Co.^ Cambridge. 



ON THE CONTINENT. 

Fbiedlakdeb & SoHK, 11, Garls^ 
trasse, Berlin. 

Otto Harrassowitz, Leipzig. 
Karl W. Hiersemann, Leipzig. 
Ernest Leroux, 28, Rue Bonaparte, 
Paris. 

Martinus Nethoff, The Hague. 



IN INDIA. 

Thacker, Spink & Co., Calcutta and 
Simla. 

Newman & Co., Calcutta. 

Thacker & Co., Bombay. 

E. Seymour Hale, 53, Esplanade 
Road, Fort, Bombay. 

HiaaiNBOTHAM & Co., Madras. 

Superintendent, American Baptist 
Mission Press, Rangoon. 

GuLAB SiNQH & SoNB^ Mufid-i^'Am 
Press, Lahore. 



Digitized by 



Google 



CDSTOMARY UW 



T 

Of THE 



MULTAN DISTRICT 

BY 

^'y< Chablsb a. BOE, c.b.^ 
SetilemerU Officer, Mnltan. 

(Republished, with additional notes, from the edition of 1883^. 

VOL. xvni. 



i>>/?-i 



Mi^ttt: PUN) 

THE "civil AMD MILXTABT OAIITTB " PRIM, 

Contracton to the Punjab Ooffernment, 
1901. 



Digitized by 



Google 






MAY 4 1914 



1 Digitized by CjOOQIC 



CONTENTS. 






PBEFAO£ TO THE NEW EDITION 

INTRODUCTION 
ABSTRACT OF REPLIES :— 
CHAPTER I-INHERITANCE— 

Past I.—Hbies, Mali ... 

„ 2.— DatoHTIBS and S1STIB8 

^•■■"YYIDOWfl ••• #•• ••• ••• ••• 

4.— ASSOCUTION AND SlFiiBATIOM 

CHAPTER n.— ENJOYMENT OP PROPERTY— 

Part 1.--*Poweb8 o? Pbofbutobs 

„ 2.— Adoftion ... 

„ 3.«— Pbi-imption 

CHAPTER III.— LAND TENURES— 

Pabt !•— Chakdabs 

ij ^•*MjaJ)HIiAPI ••• ••• ... ••• ••• 

91 0«*^XSIfANTB ... ••• ••• ••• ••« 

CHAPTER IV.— ALLUVION AND DILUVION— 

Pabt I.—Thjb Ravi 

yp 2.^The Chinab 

A.— Sarai Sidhtl and Mooltan 

B.^-Shujabad and Lodhrin 

91 3.— »ThE SUTLBJ 

A«"*Lodjirfin ••• ••• ••• #•• 

B»*-^Mail8i ..t ••• ••• ••• 

Appendix containiDg Notifications altering the boundaries 
tne district and of the tahsils within it 



Paoi. 
i 

1 



1 

xiv 

••• zxv 

••• zxziv 

xl 

xlvii 

xlix 

••• lii 

Jiv 
lix 

Ixxi 

Ixxix 

ib. 

... Ixxxviii 

xcii 

••• %b. 

••• c 

of 



Digitized by 



Google 



\ 'i Digitized by VjOOQIC 



PREFACE TO THE NEW EDITION. 

In the year 1879 a record of the customary law of the 
Multan District, as ascertained from the land-holders at 
meetings specially convened for the purpose, was published 
by Mr, Roe, Settlement OflBcer, (afterwards Sir Charles 
Roe and Oiief Judge of tlie Punjab Chief Court). 

When the district came under resettlement in 1896-1901 
it was decided by the Government that enquiries should not 
again be made from the land-holders but that a new edition 
of Sir Charles Roe's work should be published with notes 
after consideration of — 

(i) the contents of Roe and Rattigan's * Tribal Law of 
the Punjab' (1895); 

(ii) the decisions of the Chief Court since 1879 so far 
as they bear on the subjects treated of, and 

(m) any special points connected with the subject 
which might come to notice during the course of 
the settlement, or might be found worthy of note 
from an examination of judicial and revenue files 
of cases decided since 1879 and appertaining to 
the Multan District but not treated by the Chief 
Court. 

The present edition has been prepared in compliance with 
the above orders, and except for the correction of a consider- 
able number of misprints the text of the original work has 
been left as it stood and no attempt has been made to 
revise the abstract given of the vernacular replies received 
As pointed out by Sir Charles Roe the original vernacular 
replies and not the English abstract of them form the original 
record for reference. ® 

In consulting the detailed record of Custom, however 
It must be remembered (a) that the Sarai Sidhu Tahsil ha^ 
smce August 1889 been officially known as Kabfrwala ^6) 
that the boundaries of the district have been in some degree 
altered, chiefly by the determination of a boundarv with 
Muzaffargarh iu 1893 and the transfer of 8 villages from 
Jhang. m 1898, and (c) that the boundaries of certain tahsils 
were very seriously altered in 1897. In order to facilitate 
conclusions m doubtful oases an appendix has been added, 
contammg the detailed notifications regarding the alterations 
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of the district and tahsil boundaries. As regards the latter 
it my be noted that the meetings of the land-holders of the 
Sutlej Tahsils convened by Mr. Boe took place at Mailsi 
and Kahror for the Mailsi Tahsil, and at Lodhran and Jalal- 
pur for the Lodhran Tahsil : and the result of the changes 
effected in 1897 has been roughly to transfer the record of the 
Kahror meeting to the Lodhran Tahsil and that of the Jalalpur 
meeting to the Shujabad Tahsil. 

Another matter to be borne in mind is that since 18S6 
there has been a considerable immigration of colonists from 
the central Punjab into the areas irrigated by the Sidhnai 
canal in the Kabirwala and Multan Tahsils. These colonists 
are apparently governed by the customary law not of this 
district but of the districts from which they have emigrated, 

References made in this edition to * Tribal Law ' relate 
to the edition of * Tribal Law in the Punjab ' published in 
1895, and references to * Digest ' relate to Sir William 
Rattigan's 'Digest of Civil Law for the Punjab/ 4th Edition, 
1893. 
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CUSTOMAEY LAW 

OP THE 

MULTAN DISTRICT. 

Provision is made by Chapter C. V. 36 of the rules under the 

Becord required Land Revenue Act (Act XXXIII of 1871), for the 

by the rnies under preparation of a statement of customs common to a 

the Und Bevenue tribe or tribes, or to a group of villages,* but no de- 

° * tailed instructions are given as to the form in which 

it is to be drawn up, or the legal force to be given to the entries in it. 

Opposite views have therefore naturally been held 
toftffom aJd^eff«c*t ^^ *^^^® points ; one view being that the Settlement 

Officer, after such enquiry as might be necessary, 
should draw up a proceeding stating what customs he considered 
satisfactorily established, according to the definition of a custom 
given in the rule above quoted, and that this statement would be 
presumed to be true under Section 16 of the Act. The other view 
was that whilst the Settlement Officer should make every effort to 
obtain correct and intelligent answers to his questions regarding exist- 
ing customs, he should not give an official imprimatur to any record 
of them, the answers should be left to stand by themselves as origin- 
ally given, and whilst they would no doubt be valuable evidence, 
they would carry no technical presumption in their favour ; it would be 
for the Court, which referred to them, to judge of the value to be given 
to them in each particular case. The following letter No 2195 S., 
dated 2nd April 1879, from the Settlement Secretary to the Financial 
Commissioner to the address of Settlement Commissioner, shows that 
the latter is the view which has finally been adopted. t 1 quote 
the letter in full as it will explain clearly the manner in which the 
present statement has been drawn up. 

" I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your No.. 106 of I4th March, in which 
yoQ Bolicit instructions on certain pointa connected with the pre- 

ciS CoSnSs^oter!^^" paration of the siatements of tribal custom, and with reference 
thereto I am directed to communicate the following orders and 

remarks of the Financial Commissioner. 

** 2. With reference to the form in which the faired statement should be prepared 
I am directed to state that Mr. Lyall has always been of opinion that the faired etate< 
tnent of tribal custom shoald be in the form of question and answer. This opinion he 
still holds, and he would prefer to see the statements thus drawn up, unless any Settle- 
ment Officer has already completed thorn in another form. Where the answers of 
several tribes to a question agree, they coulil b3 given collectively on the faired copy of 
the statement. 

" 8. Mr. Lyall fully agrees with you that the Settlement Officer should carefully 
examine the replies registered, but he would confine the Settlement Officer's action, 
-with reference to those replies which appear to him wrong or suspicious, to entering on 
i>he statement a note recording hia opinion to that effect. Of course it would be in hie 

* The rules under the P^injab Land Bevenue Act of 1887 do not include this 
provision. 

t See also Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 7, and paragraph 567 of Oonie's Settle- 
xAent Manual and note to Seotioo 3 of Battigan's Digest. 
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2 BSCOBD HOW FBXFABID, 

power, if be thoaght fit so to do, to call together again the men who gave the reply, 
and to ascertain by examining them whether they really meant to give the reply entered 
in the statement. But when there is no reason for donbting that the answer recorded 
is that which they really wished to give, ifc should, in the Financial Commissioner's 
opinion, stand in the paper for what it is worth, althongh the Settlement Officer 
should, if he thinks it erroneons, record his opinion to that effect. 

" 4. In paragraph 3 of yonr letter you assume that the records of tribal custom will, 
under the provisions of Section 16 of Act XXXIII of 1871, be legally presumed to be 
true in the same manner as the Regular Settlement Records. Mr. LyaH does not 
admit the correctness of this assumption, and he is very strongly opposed to their 
having such weight. On this point the Financial Commissioner directs me to invite 
your attention to the printed correspondence, forwarded to you with this Offioe 
No. 1^1 dated 18th August 1877. A perusal of paragraph 5 of the Secretary to FlDanoial 
Commissioner's No, ^, dated 26th April 1876, will show you that Mr. Bgerton then 
supported this same view of the subject, and in the Secretary to Government's 
No. 336i, dated 29th March 1877, it was intimated that Sir Henry Davies concurred 
in all Mr. Egerton's proposals and recommendations. Mr. Lyall is still of opinion 
that all possible care shuuld be taken to prevent the legal presumption of truth 
being attributed to these records of tribal custom, and that it shimld be left to 
the Courts to give these statements their natural value, and no other. The only 
point as to which Mr. Lyall now desires to modify his previously expressed views, 
is the discretion to be left to Settlement Officers of incorporating by reference certain 
parts of the statements into the village administration paper. Mr. Lyall is now of 
opinion that none of the replies declaratory of tribal custom should be thus incorporated. 

" 5. The Financial Commissioner observes, in conclusion, that it often happens that 
although the replies given by meetings of zaminddrs, to questions intended to elicit their 
tribal customs, nre of little worth as proof of the customs as asserted to exist, they are 
nevertheless valuable as negative proof, and if they serve no other purpose, they at 
least generally show with nioro or less accuracy the tendency of the existing popular 
feeling on points in respect to which custom is vague or loose and undetermined. Mr, 
Lyall does not therefore altogether agree in thinking that the answer given should be 
altogether expunged, where in the Settlement Officer's opinion no definite custom is 
shown to exist. But, as remarked above, it would be very proper and desirable for the 
Settlement Officer to note his opinion on the point in the statement and also in the Final 
Keport." 

2. The present statement has been dra,wn up in accordance with 
Present record these instructions. The answers have all been 

made accordingly. allowed to stand as Originally given, and I have con- 
fined my action to satisfying myself that they are those which the people 
really wished to give, and to noting my own opinion in the statement 
regarding any particular answer which seemed to be violently opposed 
to what my own experience would lead me to believe to be the truth. 
I will hereafter give my opinion regarding the answers generally in 
an jlbstract of them under their different headings. 

3. The question as to what should be the general scope of the 
General scope of enquiry into tribal and local custom, was aiscussed 

the enquiry. at length in the correspondence commencincf with 

a memo, and set of questions drawn up by Mr. Tupper, C.S., and 
ending with the expression of the views of Mr. Bgerton and Sir 
Henry Davies, referred to Mr. Lyall in the letter above quoted. There 
was I think a general consensus of opinion, that the great error to 
be avoided was the framing of elaborate questions, which would pro- 
bably be utterly beyond the comprehension of the zamindars, and. 
which might attempt to provide rules for a state of things which had 
very probably never actually occurred and which most certainly had 
not occurred sufficiently often to furnish any set of precedents deserv- 
ing to be called a custom. I have therefore in preparing the foUowin^ 
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BBCORD HOW PBEFAEED. 3 

statement endeavoured to confine the questions to the most common 
incidents connected with the enjoyment and devolution of property, 
and the most prominent forms of tenures of land and customs of 
alluvion and diluvion. I have arranged these subjects in the follow- 
ing order :— 

Chaptee I. — Inheritance. 
Part I ... Heirs Male. 

Part II ... Heirs Female. Daughters and Sis- 

ters. 
Part in ... Ditto Widows and Mothers. 

Partly ... Succession in joint or separate 

Holdings. 

Chaptbb II. — Enjoyment of Property. 

Part I ... Powers of Proprietors. 

Part II ... Adoption. 

Part m ... Pre-emption. 

Chapter in.— Tenures of Land. 

Parti ... Chakdfirs. 

Part II ... Adhl&pi. 

Partni ... Tenants. 

4. The questions on these subjects were drawn up by myself in 
Qaestiona how consultation with Rai Hukm Chand, B. A. S. 0., and 
framed and answers 
how obtained. 



issued to the Superintendents on 30th May 1875 
They were made uniform for all the tahsils, in 
order to facilitate the compilation of a single code for the whole 
district. Meetings of the zamlnddrs for ascertaining the customs 
regarding inheritance, the enjoyment of property and land tenures, 
were held at the following times and places : — 



Tahsil. 


Place of meeting. 


Date. 


Pbssidino Offices. 


MuUdn 


Multin 


... 


Munshi Fazl Husain, 
Superintendent. 


Bhnjabad 


Shnjabad 


25.26.27th 


Munsbi Laohman Das, 






July 1876. 


Superintendent. 


Lodhrin 


Lodhr&n 


1 to 15th 


MuQshi Anant Bam, 






November 


Superintendent. 






and Ist De- 








cember 1875. 






JaUUpnr 


6 and 7th 
January 1876. 


Ditto. 


Mailsi 


MaUBi 


29th Septem- 


Pandit Jdnki Nith, 






ber to l8t 


Superintendent. 






October 1876. 






Kahror ••• 


80th March 

to 4th April 

1877. 


Ditto. 


Sarii Bidhn 


Sar&i Sidhu ... 


l8t May 1875. 


Munshi Pahlad Das, 
Superintendent. 




Tnlamba 


10 and nth 
May 1876. 


Ditto. 
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4 BEOOItD HOW PlffiPABB]>» 

Separate meetings for alluvion and diluvion were held at the times 
and places noted on the papers relating to this subject. The answers 
thus recorded were forwarded to me ; I have translated them as liter- 
ally as possible, and I do not think any error has crept into the Eng- 
lish version. But the original answers have, of course, been preserved 
as recorded ; they constitute the real statement of tribal custom ; and 
it is to them that reference must be made in the case of any doubt 
arising as to the meaning or the correctness of the English trans- 
lation. Rather a long time has elapsed since the answers were first 
submitted to me, and the main reason of this is, that I was doubtful 
as to how they should be treated. Whether I should accept the 
answers as they stood, or fehould hold a further enquiry into the truth 
of customs alleged, depended chiefly on the decision to be arrived at 
by higher authority, as to the general nature of tribal statements. 
That decision has now been given, and I most thoroughly concur in it. 
I have accordingly accepted the answers as originally recorded, only 
calling on the Superintendents for further report, where the meaning 
of any answer has appeared obscure, or inconsistent with some previous 
answer. But this hag not prevented my making informal enquiries, 
on my own account, whenever the answers appeared to me at 
variance with what I believed to be the true state of the case. The 
length of the time for which the papers have been before me has, of 
course, greatly increased my opportunities for making these enquiries, 
the result of which I have given in the brief notes I have recorded 
opposite some of the particular answers, and in the following review 
of the statement generally. It is, of course, to be distinctly under- 
stood, that this opinion is in no way an authoritative decision as to 
the existence or non-existence of a custom ; it is merely the expression 
of my individual belief, and if it should be considered that from my 
having been engaged in the settlement of the district for nearly seven 
years, I am a person who, in the words of clause 4, Section 32 of the 
Evidence Act (Act I of 1872), "would have been likely to have been 
aware of the existence of any public right or custom or matter of 
public or general interest, if it had existed," this opinion of mine 
will be admissible as evidence under this section, like the answers of the 
zamind^rs themselves. I have no wish whatever to claim for it any 
higher authority. This opinion I will now give on the following 
abstract of the answers, grouped according to the chapters and parts 
mentioned above in paragraph 3. 
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IKHSBITANCE (SEIBS MALE). 5 

CHAPTER I.— INHERITANOE * 

Abstract of anstoers ^' "^^ ■"• *^®^*^ ^^ inheritance by heirs male. 

andopiniona qf Bet- On this subject the following were the questions 

tl$ment Officer^ asked :^ 

Inheritance. 

I.— Do all the sons of a lawfully wedded mother succeed to 

their father's property on equal shares, or does the 
Heirs male. ^j^^g^ ^^^ ^ ^^^^^^ gj^^j.^ y 

II.— Do sons by different lawfully wedded mothers inherit per 
capita [pagvand), or per stirpes {chundavand) ? 

in.— If one wife is of the father's own caste, and the other of 
another caste, do their sons inherit equally ? 

IV.— If marriage is lawful with the wife of one caste, but un- 
lawful with the wife of the other, do the sons of the latter 
receive any share ? 

v.— Do illegitimate sons receive a share with legitimate sons ? 

VI.— Do they, if there are no legitimate sons ? 

Vn.— Do the sons of a handmaid {hanizaJc) receive any share ? 

VIII.— Does a step-son {pichlag) receive a share ? 

IX. — If a son dies before his father, and leaves a son, does this 
son take a share with his uncles ? 

X.^Amongst more distant collaterals, e. gf., those connected 
with the deceased in the 4th and 5th generation, do the 
heirs of the nearer generation exclude those of the more 
remote ? or do they both share alike ? 

6. The general reply of the Muhammadans throughout the 
Answer (t). district, is that all the sons share equally. There 
Sons* shares. ig however an exception in the case of most of 
the Makhdums, or heads of shrines, who usually take IJ shares 
arainst the 1 share of each of the other brothers. In a few families 
of position it is asserted that the eldest son gets a larger share, 
but most of these say, that he does so only with the consent of his 
brothers. I doubt if any private family could really establish a 
custom in favor of the eldest son, and in some cases I believe the 
statement that such a custom exists is simply untrue and made in 
order to further the maker's interests in pending disputes. Amongst 
the Hindus, there is a very general concurrence by the many of the 
sub-divisions of the EDliatrist that the eldest son takes an extra ^. 
The custom is not universal, but many undoubted instances are given 
of its having been followed. Amongst other Hindis the sons all share 
equally. 
' 1 

* On Inheritance see Tribal Law, Ohapter I, Section 23 ; Chapter II, Section 10 ; 
and Ghapter III, Section 8 ; and Digest, Chapter II. 

t From the detailed answer it wonid appear that this is a miitake for '' Azonuu*' 

ParatnrKqpfc6.--^/,IHgest|8eotioii79reiaarkNo. 1. 
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6 INHEBITAKOE (HBIBS MALE). 

7. To question II, with two exceptions amongst the Muham- 
Answer (u). madans of Sarai Sidhu, the unanimous answer of 
Pagrand and both Muhammadans and Hindus throughout the 

ohundavand. district, is that the two families inherit per capita 

or pagvand. 

8. To question III all the Muhammadans reply that, as long as 
Answer (in). *^6 marriage is lawful according to the shariat. 
Wives of different no regard is paid to caste or tribe, all the sons 

castes. inherit equally. The general answer of the Hindfis 

is, that marriage with other castes is not allowed, and the issue of 
such a marriage would get no share. A group of 31 families in 
Multan would, however, allow this issue one-third share under certain 
circumstances. Both Muhammadans and Hindus 

Answers (»v), (v) agree that where the marriage is unlawful, or 

'^'llieritimate sons. where there has been no marriage, the children 

get no share at all. Question VII, as to the 

Answer (vii), children of a kanizak, or handmaid, refers properly 

to a condition of society which has no existence amongst the 
peasants of this district, whether Hindus or Muhammadans, and the 
general answer is that if there was a lawful marriage the children 
succeed, if there was not, they don't. 

Answer (viit). 9. It is unanimously declared that j^hlags 

"Pichlags" or or step-sons can claim no share in their step- 
Btepsons. father's property. 

10. In reply to question IX, the Hindus unanimoasly say that 
Answer (ix), ^^^ ^^^ ^^ ^ SOU who dies before his father is 

Survival of son's entitled to his own father's full share. This is the 
s^are. general reply of the Muhammadans also, but both 

in the Multan and Mailsi Tahsils, there are a considerable number of 
tribes who declare that they follow the Muhammadan Law and that 
the son's son is excluded by his uncles. I think the general custom 
certainly is in favor of his succession, and that the onus probandi 
would rest on those who would assert his exclusion, but I am by no 
means prepared to say that a custom in favor of this exclusion might 
not, in many cases, be satisfactorily made out. 

Paragraph 7. — See Tribal Law, Chapter IT, Section 10 ad fin, and Digest, Section 7, 
remark No. 2. As regards the claims of the half and the whole blood among collaterals 
it was decided in Punjab Record, No. 25 of 1873 (among Aroras of Maltdn) that although 
the property originally descended by pagwand, yet if one of the sons die without male 
issue, his property is divided among his own brothers and their issue to the 
exclusion of half brothers. See, however, the FaU Bench decinoa in Punjab Record 
No. 4 of 1891. 

Paragraph 8. — ^Regarding illegitimate sons, see Digest, Section 34. 

Paragraph 9. — See Digest, Section 10. 

Paragraph 10. — See Digest, Section 8. In view of the facta now noted under 
answer ix below, I think the universality of the principle of representation could be 
asserted even more strongly than in the text. Cf. Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 10 
(3). Speaking too of families which in most respects are governed by Muhammadan 
Law, Powell, J., in Punjab Record, No. 89 of 1888, says : " It can hardly be doubted that 
in one respect the law is definitely modified; the refusal of the right of reprasentatioiL 
in the case of a boh pre-deceasing; his father is not reoogni^d.'* 
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INHEBITINCE (HSIBS BAITGHTEBS) . 7 

11. As to the succession amongst distant collaterals there is 

really no custom, for those who attempt to answer 

enterals* *^® question, admit that no ease has ever occurred, 

and the example given in the Hindus' reply in 

Shujabad, is an instance of the succession of a brother and brother's 

sons and not of distant collaterals. 

12. The second part of Chapter I concerns 
Part II. ^Yie rights of daughters, regarding which the 

following questions were asked :— 

L — ^Do daughters take a share when there are sons ? 

II. — Do they when there are no sons ? 

III. — Do sisters succeed when there are no sons? If so, what is 
their share with reference to daughters ? 

. IV. — If daughters are excluded by male collaterals ; must the 
latter be within a particular degree of relationship ? 

Y.— Are unmarried daughters entitled to a share ? 

VL— If a daughter live with her husband in her father's house 
does she take a share with her brothers ? If there are no 
brothers, does she exclude collaterals ? If she does not 
exclude them, does she get any share ? 

Vil. — When daughters are entitled to a share, then if one daughter 
lives with her father whilst another resides in another 
village, is there any difference in their share ? 

VIII. — ^When a daughter has property of her own, does it de- 
scend to her husband's or to her father's family ? 

13. All the Hindus say that a daughter takes no share when 
Ansvm (aji). there are sons ; most of the Muhammadans say the 

Share when there same. But there is a very general agreement that 
are no Bona. ^ daughter may take whatever may have been 

given her by her father as a marriage portion, and 82 families in 
Multfin, 2 in Lodhrdn and 3 in Sarai Sidhu declare that they follow 
the Muhammadan Law. I doubt if there are many families in which 
the law is strictly followed. But at the same time I think that much 
more regard is paid to its spirit than is usual in other parts of the 
Punjab, and that whilst the daughter may not get her exact share, 
it is very common, at least amongst the higher families, for a pro- 
vision to be made for her either on her marriage or some time during 

Varagraph 11. — See Digest, Section 25. 

Paragraph 12.— Regarding the rights of daughters cf. Tribal Law, Chapter I, Section 
23, Chapter II, Sections 12-23, and Chapter III, Section 3. 

paragraph 13, — Bee Tribal Law, Chjipter II, sections 14 and 15. 
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9 lNHSBIT4^BK)EB**(inpB8 B^VGHTSSa)* 

the life-time of her f ath^^ correspondii^ more or less &irly witli the 
share which Muhammadan Law would have given her. 

14. As to the rights of daughters when there are no sons, the 82^ 
An9wer (xii), families of Multdn, the Path^ns of Shujabad, the 
Share when there Kureshis of Lodhrfin, the Pathdns and Kureshis of 

are no sons. the Kahror half of Mailsi say that they follow Mu- 

hammadan Law; and the Khaggas of Multdn, the Drigs of Shujabad, 
and the Pathins of Lodhrfin declare that daughters altogether exclude 
collaterals. The B&ns of Multdn, the Nfins of Shuiabad and the 
Sarai Sidhu Muhammadans generally say that they exclude them, un- 
less they, the daughters, have married into another tribe. Some 
tribes of the Multan Tahsil, and the Kureshis of the eastern half of 
Mailsi say that daughters are excluded by brothers, and brothers' 
sons or grandsons, whilst 16 R6n families of Multan Tahsil, most of 
the Shujabad Muhammadans, and the Sayads of Lodhr6n say that 
they are excluded by all collaterals. The Joyahs and Biluchis of 
Mailsi say there is no real custom, and I think this answer would be 
tolerably correct for the greater part of the district. It is obvious 
that in the succession of daughters and collaterals custom will depend 
mainly on the particular circumstances of each case. Where a village 
has been held for generations by men of the same tribe it is natural 
that cousins should count as brothers and inherit a man's property 
to the exclusion of his daughters. On the other hand when a settler 
goes out into the waste and assists in founding a new village, the 
daughters who have accompanied him or been bom in the new home 
would have a much greater right to his property than collaterals 
whom he may have never seen. As far as it is possible to speak of a 
general custom of the district I should say that it is this : in the higher 
Answer Uiv) families, and in newly settled tracts, the succession 

of daughters is very general, but in the old villages 
they are excluded by near collaterals, but not by the more distant ones 
unless they have married into another tribe. The Hindus of the city 
of Multdn and those of Sardi Sidhu limit the power of exclusion to 
brothers and their descendants ; those of Mailsi extend it somewhat 
further whilst those of Lodhr6n and of the villages of the Multto 
Tahsil put no limit at all. The Shujabad Hindus say that the custom 
is not uniform. 

15. Both by Muhammadans and Hindus the sisters are placed 
Answer (xiii), generally next after daughters and succeed or are 

Sisters. excluded according to the rules described in the 

preceding paragraph. 

Paragraph 14. — See Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 16 ; Digest, Section 28. The 
rights of daughters appear to be still as ancertain as when the text was written. 
Among Mabammadans, the general tendency of the Coorts seems to have been to find 
no custom established and to fall back on Muhammadan Law. 

Paragraph 15.— See Digest, Section 24. The text represents roughly, bat not in 
detail, the spirit of the replies to question xiii below : and for detailed ioformation 
the replies tbemfelves shoold be consulted. In any case the sister, like the daughter, 
hai a better position than in most parts of the Panjab. 
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INHEBITANCE (HEIBS ; WIDOWS AND HOTHEBS)^ 9 

16. ^Thoae who follow Muhanimadan Law make no distinction 
Answer (xv). between married and unmarried daughters, other 

Uumamed Muhammadans only allow the latter maintenance 

wightcrs. a^n(j a marriage portion, and this is the answer of 

the Hindus. The Shujabad Muhammadans, however, say that if 

such a woman lives all her life with her brothers she is entitled to a 

Hhare, or to succeed them on a life interest* 

17. When a daughter lives with her husband in her father's 
Answers (mi) and house both the Muhammadans and Hindus of 

(jsuii), Shujabad say that "she ought to get something 

KWnah Damida. ^^(j that she may inherit whatever her father may 
have given her/' But all the others say that she has no rights 
superior to that of an ordinary daughter. Nor does a daughter's 
residence or non-residence in the same village with her father increase 
or decrease her rights. 

18. Both Hindus and Muhammadans throughout the district 
Answer (xviii). agree that any property a daughter may have in- 
Sucoession to herited passes to her husband's and not to hep 

daughter's property, father's family. 

Part III. 19. Regarding the rights of widows the ques- 

Widows. tions were ;— 

I.— Does a widow succeed to her husband's property when there 
are no sons ? or is she only entitled to maintenance ? Does 
she get any thing if there are sons ? 

II. — If she succeeds to a share in a joint property can she claim 
partition ? 

III. — Is there any distinction in her powers over the ancestral and 
acquired property of her deceased husband ? 

IV. — Can she alienate this property ? 

v.— If a man leave both a widow and a mother, will both inherit ? 

VI. — ^If there are widows of different castes, how do they share ? 

VII.— Can a widow alienate her stridhan ? 

VIII. — Can she alienate h^r husband's movable property ? 

IX.— Does she forfeit her rights by unchastity or re-marriago ? 

X. — If she has two families, do they both inherit the stridhan ? 

XI. — 'Can she give her daughter a marriage portion ? 



Paragraph 16.— 0/. Tribal Law, Cliapter II, Sectioa 12. Digoafc, Section 23, Remark 
Kii. 4. 

Paragraph 17.— C>1 Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 23, and Chripter III, Section 4. 
Digest, Section 27. 

Paragraph 19. — ^Regarding the positioa of widows, see Tribal Law, Chapter I, Sec* 
Uoa 23, Chapter II, SeotiQa 11. 
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10 INHBftlTANOB (HBIBS ; WIDOWS AND MOTHiRS). 

20. The 82 families of Multan, and the Pathdns of LodhrUn say 

that they follow Muhammadan Law ; a few tribes in 
Their^re*'^^' *^®®® *^^ tahsils allow the widow a maintenance 

only. So do the village Hindus of Mult6n, but I 
rather doubt the correctness of their statement. All others, both 
Hindtis and Muhammadans, say that where there are no sons the widow 
succeeds on a life tenure, and where there are sons she is entitled to 

maintenance only. Except in Sar6i Sidhd, and by 
Answer [xx). ^^^^ ^£ ^^^ Muhammadans of Mailsi, it is admitted 

that if she succeeds to a share in a joint property she can claim parti- 
tion, and it is universally stated that there is no distinction between 
her power over ancestral and acquired property. 

21. The 82 families of Multan and a few others in the same 
Answer (xxit). tahsil say that the widow can alienate, but all 

Power of aliena- others, both Muhammadans and Hindus, say she can- 
**®"- not do so except in case of necessity, when the 

collaterals refuse to advance the money required. 

22. Except the 82 families in Multan who follow Muhammadan 
Answer (xxiii). Law, all both Muhammadans and Hindus, say that 

Widow and mother, the widow and mother share alike. With the 
ilnwcr (»'*y)' Hindus marriage into a different caste is generally 
entcastTs.*^ * ^^' prohibited, but if it is allowed, and with all the 
Answer (txvii), Muhammadans, the rights of both widows are equal. 
Re-marriage or The 82 families say that the ^vidow retains her 
unc as ity. rights under all circumstances, and the Path^ns of 

Shujabad deny that she loses them on re-marriage; all the others, 
both Muhammadans and Hindus, say that uncha&tity or a second mar- 
riage entails forfeiture of all rights, 

23. It is universally admitted that a widow has complete con- 
Answer (xxv), ^^^^ ^ver her stridhan, and that she can alienate it 

Stridhan. if she likes. Amongst the Muhammadans, if the 

Answer (xzviii), widow re-marries and has a second family all her 
children by both husbands inherit her stridhan. As the Hindus do 
not recognize a second marriage there can of course be no real cus- 
tom on this point amongst them. 

24. Some of the Muhammadans of the Multan tahsil deny the 
Anstoer (xxvi), widoVs power to alienate movable property ; the 
Alienation of others, and those of Shujabad and LodhrAn, 

movable property. g[yQ i^qj. ii^q power apparently without any restric- 
tion. Whilst those of Mailsi and Sar6i Sidhu say she can alienate 
only " to meet reasonable expenses." This last is the view generally 
taken by the Hindus, but a number of families in the city of Multfiii 
restrict her power to acquired property, whilst those of the Multan 



Varngroph 20.— Scc.Dipfost, Section 11 and Section IG, and rtgardiug tbe claim to 
pai'titiun, bco Digest, Section 15. 

Paragraph 21. — See Digest, Sections 62—65. 

Paragraph 22. — See Digeat, Section 22 and Sectiona 31—83. 

Faragmph 23. — Set Digest, Stction 66. 
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INHBBITANCE (SUCCESSION IN ;rOINT OR SEPIHATE HOlPINQS). U 

villages deny the power altogether. I much doubt if there can be 
said to be any real custom on this point. It is uni- 
nawer [xxix). yersally admitted that a widow can give a part of 
the movable property to her daughter as a marriage portion, and 
the Muhammadans of Mult^n and Shujabad would appear to extend 
this power to immovable property. 

25. The 4th Part of the Chapter on Inheritance relates to 
Part IV. AsBocia- *^® effect of association and separation on the 
tion and separation, shares of the SOUS. The questions put were :~ - 

I. — Is there any difference in the shares of worthy and un- 
worthy sons ? 

II. — Or in those of energetic and lazy sons ? 
III. — ^If some brothers separate whilst the others remain joint, 
and one of the latter die childless, is he succeeded by 
his joint brothers only, or by all ? 

IV. — So too, if the separated sons are the children of one 
mother, and the joint sous the children of another ? 
V. — Where some sons of ono wife remain joint with some 
sons of another wife, if one of them dies childless is he 
succeeded by his full brothers ? or by his joint half 
brothers ? or by all his brothers alike. 

VI.— If a man divides his property, reserving a share for him- 
self and continues to live joint mth some of his sons, 
does his reserved share descend to them alone, or to all 
his sons alike ? 

VII.— If the father does not reserve a share, but continuing 
joint with some sons, acquires more property, who will 
inherit this ? 

VIII.— There are three sons; one takes his share *nd separates ; 
the father continues to live joint with the other two. 
One of the latter dies childless ; do both his brothers 
succeed equally ? 

IX. — ^if separate property is put into the common stock is it 
taken out again before partition ? 
X.— If a partition is made and another son is born subse- 
quently, can the partition be set aside ? 

Answeri (^x^) and ^ ^6. It is the universal custom for all sons to 

(xxxi). share alike without reference to their personal 

Personal qualifioa- character or qualifications, 
tions. 

27. Nor is any regard generally paid to the fact of brothers 

Anfwer (xxscii). living jointly or separately. In the cases con- 

Joint and separate templated in questions IV and V, the 82 families of 

inJe^i (xxxiti) Multdn say that the full brothers succeed to the 

and {xxxiv), exclusion of the half-brothers, and some other 



BoT^grofh* 26 to 28.— OgmpMra DigMt, 8«otioDt 21^^ 27. 
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12 ENJOYMENT OP PROPERTY (POWERS OP PROPRIETORS). 

Muhammadans of this tahsil say that this is the case with regard 
to acquired property. But the other Muhammadans and all the 
Hindus (except some in the city of Multan) assert that even 
here all the brothers succeed equally, and it is universally ad- 
mitted that they do so in all the other cases suggested in the 
questions. Where, however, a son has remain- 
AnsuHtr (;c^3Vi). ^^ joint with his father and assisted him in 
acquiring new property it is generally agreed that he alone should 
inherit it. 

28. Where one of the shareholders has put separate property 

Answer {xxxviii). ^^^^^ ^^® common stock, this is always taken out 

Partition. and reserved to him before partition. If another 

Answer {9txix), SOU is bom subsequent to partition, all agree that 

the former partition may be set aside, except the 82 families of 

Multto who say that this cannot be done without the consent of all 

the heirs. 



CHAPTER II.— ENJOYMENT OP PROPERTY. 

29, This chapter is divided into Part I. — Powers of a Proprietor 
over his property ; Part II. — Adoption ; Part 
ro Irt^^""^ ""^ III.— Pre-emption. In the first Part the questions 

^^^^ ^' were: — 

I. — Can a man give away his property, if 

Part I. Powers ^ie have SOUS ? 

of a proprietor. 

II.— Can he do so, if he have no sons ? 

III. — Can a father exclude his sons ? 

lY . — Can he in dividing his property alter the customary shares ? 

V, — Caif he give a part to his daughter, sister or son-in-law ? 

VI. — Can he make a gift on his death-bed ? 

VII. — Can a man who has natural heirs give away his property 
in charity ? 

VIII.— Can he on partition reserve a share for himself? 

IX.— Can he give away his property merely to spite his heirs ? 

X. — Is a gift unaccompanied by possession valid ? 

Abstract of an- 30. The replies to these questions may be 

■wars. grouped thus : — 

I.— It is universally admitted that a father may— 

A-.rcr{.riviii). '' Reserve to himself a share on 
^ ^ 'partition. 

ii. Give a portion of his property to his daughter or son-in- 
Avsirer (a'?ir). law ; (the Hindus of the city of 

Gifts to daaghtera. Multdn would restrict the power to 
acquired property), 
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ENJOYMENT OP PROPERTY (POWKRS OP PROPRIETOlta) . 13 

iii. Or give it away in charity (but the Lodhrfin men, both 
Ant^wci' (xlvi). Hindus and Muhammadans, only 

Or in charity. allow Liui to give away ith) . 

IF.— That he may alter shares when dividing his property is 
Anm-er(.,iui), denied by the general body of Mu- 
Power of altering hammadans in the Mult^n tahsil, by 
s^ttJ^"- both Hindus and Muhammadans of 

LodhrAn and by those of Sarai Sidhfi as regards ances- 
tral property ; but his power to do this is admitted by 
all the others. Those who deny the power of altering 
Ansuer {xlii). a son's share, of course deny the power 
Exclusion. of excluding him altogether, whilst of 

those who admit the former power, the Hindus of 
Multan City and the Khfikis of Shujabad do not allow 
exclusion from ancestral property, and the Hindus of 
the Multdn villages only allow it by a gift in favour of 
another heir. AH others profess to allow complete 
exclusion. 

III. — Where there are no sons, the Hindus of Multan allow only 
, .J. gifts to daughters, or of acquired 

GeneraT Vower of property, and the general body of 
gift where there are Muhammadans of this tahsil do not 
^^ ^"s- allow them as long as there are col- 

laterals within three degrees. All the other tribes im- 
pose no restriction. 

W. — Where there are sons, the Hindus of Multan villages re- 
Answer (ajii), strict the power of gift to religious pur- 

Where there are poses; a part of the city Hindus and 
sons- the Khakis of Shujabid restrict it 

to acquired property, and the gift of a part only is allow- 
ed by the general body of Muhammadans of MuUin, 
by both Hindis and Muhammadans of Lodhrdn, and by 
Sirddr Muhammad Khichi of Mailsi. All others appa^ 
rently allow an unrestrictecl power of gift. 

Paragraphs 80 and 31. — Hegarding gifts generally see Tribal Law, Chapter I, 
Seofcion 81, Chapter II, Sections 87 — 40, and Chapter Hi, Sections 25—87. Digest, 
Sections 56—60. 

H$ gifts to daughters see Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 89, and re charitable gifts, 
see Tribal Law, Chapter II, Section 40, and Chapter III, Section 87 {mv), 

R9 alteration of shares, see Tribal Law, Chapter I, Section 28, Chapter II, Section 28, 
and Chapter III, Section 87 («). 

i2« ancestral and acquired property, see Tribal Law, Chapter II T, Se3tion 89 and 
Digest, Sections 58—9. 

Re possession as a preliminary to vah'dity, see Tribal Law, Chapter IT, Section 87, 
and Chapter HI, Section 26, and Digesi, Section GO. 

There seems to be a tendency in recent decisions to assimilate the local oostotn 
regarding alienations to that of the Punjab generally. The alienation of land is now of 
course subject to the further statutory restrictions imposed by the Punjab Land Aliena* 
tiDR Act of 1900. •^ ' 
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14 ENJOnilNT OP PROPERTY (POWERS OP PROPRIETORS). 

v.— A gift purely to spite heirs is disallowed by all Lodhr&n^ 

Answer {xlvii). the greater part of Maiisi, and by the 

Gift to spite heirs, general body of Muhammadans of 

Multan, The others take no account of the motive 

which may prompt the gift. 

VI. — A death-bed gift is disallowed by the Shujabad men, and 
Answer (xlv), by "the Other Muhammadans" of 
Death-bed gift. Multan. 

YII,«— All Multan and Sarii Sidhd and the Muhammadans of Maiisi 
Answer (xlix), require a gift to be accompanied by 
Necessity of pos- possession, but the others say this is 
session. not necossary. 

31. These answers assert far greater power of gift than is 
Opinioo of Settle- generally recognized, and no doubt in many cases 
ment Officer. they are rather the feelings of the speaker as to 

what ou^ht to be than the exposition of an existing and definite custom ; 
indeed there is very often the addition to the reply " but no case has 
hitherto occurred.'' Still several of the answers are supported by a 
fair number of examples, and I have noticed repeatedly in cases which 
have come before me judicially, that when a gift has been pleaded the 
reply has been not, as I should have expected that the ffift was con- 
trary to law or custoni, but that as a matter of fact it had never been 
made. I am by no means prepared to assert that a custom can be proved 
in favour of all the very wide powers of gift asserted in the above 
answers, but I certainly think that this power is far more extensive 
here than in most other parts of the Punjab. This 1 attribute to 
two causes. • 

Istly. — The proximity of the district to the frontier, and the 
existence of. a dynasty of Pathan Nawabs down to 1818 has kept 
custom much more in accordance with Muhammadan Law. 

2»diy.— The fact that nearly all the villages are held on posses, 
sion ; that except in some parts near the rivers, true village communi- 
ties are at most unknown ; that the well is the true unit of proprietary 
right, and that property generally has been acquired comparatively 
recently ; all this tends to weaken the idea that a man holds his land 
merely on a life interest in an entail and strengthen the idea that 
his holding is really his own property to do what he likes with. 

It may perhaps be doubted if there is a custom in the strictly 
legal sense of the word on any of the points contained in the answers, 
but as remarked by the Financial Commissioner they at any rate 
show the existing state of feeling from which customs may be expect- 
ed to grow, and I think that tms feeling is generally that whilst the 
exclusion of sons from ancestral lands or a gift to a rank outsider 
would be looked upon with great disfavour, other gifts within the 
limits of Muhammadan Law would not be objected to. At any rate I 
do not think they sUouId be summarily set aside on the ground that 
they are contrary either to local custom or to the '^ custoni of 
the Punjab.'' 
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32. Adoption is not practised by the Muhammadans except in 
Avstcer (I), Lodhrdn or apparently by the Brahmans and Aror^s 



II. Adop. 



of Mailsi. Amongst the other Hindus no particular 
ceremonies are necessary, but the adoption must be 
made in the presence of the brotherhood, and it is generally said that 
the adopted son must be of the same stock as his adoptive father ; the 
Lodhran Hindus add that he must be five years old. The Miiltan 
Answer (Zt). Hindus say that an only son cannot be adopted, 

but the others make no restriction. If a natural son is born after 
Ansioer (lit), the adoption, both he and the adopted son share 

equally. In all cases the adopted son loses his share in the property 
of his natural father. 

33. The right of pre-emption exists universally, and it is said 
Pre-emption. to descend in the following order : — 



In Multio. 


^In Shujabad. 


In Lodhrdn. 


In Mailsi. 


In Bardi Sidhii. 


1. Co-sharers. 


1. Own brothers. 


]. Own brothers. 


1. Own brothers. 


1. Descendants 
of common 
ancestor. 


2. Neighbours. 


2. Co-sharers 
(descended 
from a com- 
mon ances- 
tor). 


2. Associated 
kins men. 


2. Male collater- 
als. 


2. Co-sharers. 




3. A*Ia mdliks. . 


3. A'ld mAliks. 


3. Neighbours. 


3. Neighbours. 




4. Neighbours. 

5. Khewatd&rs. 


4. Neighbours. 

6. Khewatdars. 

6. Non-khewat- 
dars. 


4. Ana m&liks. 

5. Tenants. 


4. Other pro- 
prietors. 



CHAPTER III.— LAND TENURES. 

84. This chapter is intended to record briefly the customs 
relating to the occupancy of land. It is divided into three Parts : 
Part I.— Chakd^rs and Kasur-khwars ; Part II.— Adldpi customs ; Part 
in.— Tenants in general. 

Paragraph 82.--See Tribal Law, Chapter I, Sections 26-30, Chapter II, Sections 
29—36, and Chapter III, Sections 13—24. Digest, Sections 35-49. 

Paragraph 33.— See Tribal Law, Chapter 1, Section 84, Chapter II, Sections 43—45, 
and Chapter III, Sections 41—43. Digest, Sectious 97—98, 113—119, 122-126. With 
rofereoce to the question whether the Huodj-i-dm or tht Wdjih-ttl arz is tho proper place 
to record customs of pre-emption (a question on which the views expressed in ** Tribal 
Law " do not seem in accord with those expressed in Punjah Record, No. 49 %t 1889, quoted 
under answer liii below), it may be noted that the W6jib»tU»drz of the present 
lettlement contains no referenoo to pre*emption customs. 
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16 TENUBES OF LAND (OHA£DA£S AND ADHLAPl). 

Part I, Chatdte. 35. The questions regarding cliakdara were ; — 

I. — ^What is a chakdar, and how does he acquire his rights ? 

II. — What are his rights and powers ? 

III. — What is a kasur-khwar, and how does he differ from a 
chakdar ? 

IV.— What does the original proprietor take from the chakdar ? 

V. ^What is a " lichh-khwar/' 

The answers state that the chakdar acquires his rights either 

Answers (Wr), (iv) ^7 ^ grant from the State, or by purchase from 

and(ivii). * the original owners. He is generally called a» 

sub-proprietor, and pays a hak zaminddri which is usually half ser in 

the maund to the original zamindfir or a'la raalik, but he always 

possesses the full powers of a proprietor over his own holdings, 

and very often when there are no a'U m^liks the term chakdar 

is applied indiscriminately to all well-owners. The kasur-khwdr 

Anstcer (lu*). is the taker of hasur or what remains over after 

Kaedr-khwar. deducting the Government and cultivator's share 

of the produce, when the revenue was paid in kind. He takes no 

part in the cultivation or payment of revenue. 

The lichh-khwar is similarly the taker of llchh which is defined 
Anamr (Iviii). to be " the indlikdiia taken from a tenant who 
pays the revenue.'^ The position of all these men is discussed at length 
in my Final Report. 

36. Adhldpi is the custom by which a man sinks a well 
in another's land acquiring thereby a share in the 
Part If. Adhldpf. land and giving the other a share in the well. The 
questions regarding it were: — 

L— What are the usual shares? Who bears the cost? la 
the agreement verbal or written? 

II. — Does the custom prevail with regard to kacha wells ? 

III.— Who bears the expense of breaking up waste, of the 
wood-work of the well, and of erecting farm buildings, 
who pays for the repair of these and of the well itself ? 

IV,— If a biUahindr tenant sinks a well, can the proprietor 
take half the land for his own cultivation? 

Paragraph 35.— The poeition of chakdars, kaaur-khwara and Holih-khwars wiU bo 
set forth in the Dcw edition of tho Multan Gazetteer where the account given in Sir 
Charles Roe's Final Settlement Report will be reproduced with such amendments as 
are thought necessary. The chakdar may now for all practical purposes be looked on as 
an "adna m&lik" and his appearance in Section 20 of the Punjab Laws Act of 1872 is 
due probably to two cases, No. 84, Punjah Record^ of i8G8, and No. J4, Panjah Record, 
of 1870, in which his position had been tho subject of special enquiry. Tho definitiou 
of these tenaros given by Mr. D. G. Barkley in paragraph 38 of the Punjab Admin- 
istration Report of 1872*73, which is followe<i in Section 142 of the Digest, is quite 
misleading. (See Tnppcr's Customary Law, iii, p. 133). 

Paragraph 36.— See Digest, Section 144 (6) and 98, Illustration No. 1. The conclo- 
■ion in the text that pre-emption does not extend to the sinking of the well is opposed 
to the deeiBion of 18& quoted aodor answer laiv below. 
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TINI7BES OF LAKB (TENAlTTfi). 17 

v.— Does the original proprietor take hah zaminddri ? 
VI. —Does pre-emption prevail in adhldpi wells ? 

The replies show that adhldpi is confined to masonry wells. The 
Annoer (ix). shares are what may be fixed by agreement, but 

Amwer (liw). they are generally half and half. In Shujabad 

it is stated that the sinker generally cultivates the whole well, and 
has a right of occupancy in the half which he does not hold as pro- 
prietor; sometimes he pays lichh on the whole well, sometimes 
he pays nothing on his own half, and ordinary tenant rates on the 
other half. Agreements may be either verbal or written; generally 

Answer (ixiii). they are the former. Hah zaminddri is not usually 
paid unless specially agreed on, but an installation fee called in 
Lodhr^n luTigi and in Mailsi nazardna is sometimes given. The 

An8utr{lxi), sinker bears all the original cost of sinking 

the well, erecting its wood-work, farm buildings, &c., and preparing 

the ground for cultivation, but subsequent charges under these 

heads are borne by the parties according to their shares. Except 

in Shujabad, it is stated that even when a 

Answer (Ixii), hutahmor tenant sinks a well on adhldpi, the pro- 

Anstoer (ixiv). prietor can take half for his own cultivation.. The 
right of pre-emption does not extend to interference 
with the sinking of a well, but it comes into force if the original 
proprietor wishes afterwards to sell his share, and in Shujabad it is 
stated that it then belongs not to the partner in the adhldpi but to 
the other neighbours. But I much doubt this. 

37. When one man takes water from another's water-course 
Abifoa. the share of the produce which he pays for it 

varies greatly. It is called dthog "{^Y' in Multdn, 
leasiir in Shujibad, dbidna in the other tahsils ; the rate generally is ^ 
in the first tahsil, from 1 to 5 sers per maund in the second, and half 
the mahml (i. e., from ^ to ^ of the gross produce*) in Lodhrdn and 
Mailsi. In Sardi Sidhd there are very few canals, and the custom is 
almost unknown. 

38. The generic terms for tenants are Muzdrah, Kdshtkir, 
Answers (Ixtfi and Ri^y^ and Rdhak, but sometimes the latter term 

Partm.^Tenanta ^® applied to a mere farm servant. Butahmdr, 
their names. ' Mundhimdr, Grodkash, Wahfilahmfir, are breakers 

up of waste and are considered to have rights of occupancy. Lichfiins 

• Perhaps i to ^ would be a closer estimate. 

Paragraph 87. — Kas<br is the commonest expression for this due : it is not nnfreqaently 
taken, under the name of dthog^ in respect of irrigation from the zaminddri outs round 
Tolamba in tahsil Kabirw&la. It represents the price at which the owner of the 
water-course sells the water to the irrigator, bat it includes the recouping of the owner 
of the water-course for the share in the cost of clearing the water-course which should 
fall on the irrigator. On Government canals it is forbidden by Section 82 (3) (e) of Aist 
VII of 1873, but saminddrs often prefer to pay it rather than acquire a share in the 
water*oourse under Section 20. 

Paragraph 88. — The tenant is also often spoken of merely as " the Jat." A right of 
oooupancy under Section 8 of the Tenancy Act could probably be established on the 
ground of custom by a certain number of the waste-clearing tenants. At the present 
settlement a number of tenants in the neigbourhood of Ka£ror were found to be re- 
ooguised as ** Qodkash" and have been so recorded. 
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in Multin tad Barfti Bidh6^ are men who work with the cattle of 
another, and BeKs, Kirindahs and W&hiw&lahs are mere farm 
servants. In Sarii Sidh6 adhUpidirs are known as Muzarah Tarad- 
dadl, and it is said that there is a class known as Muzirah Jam&hi, 
who are really sub-proprietors. 

39« Tenants who are either in name or in reality snb-proprie- 
lUglitt •€ telMnts. tors, hare of course their own riffhts^ But ae 
regards ordinary tenants whether wiUi or without 
oocupancy rights the custom is declared to be as follows >^ 

Amwitiuu). l^They cannot sink a haicha welL 

antiMf (Um)* IL— Or build a dwelling house. 

HE.— Or cut trees for the repair of their 
Aimoer (!••). hottses or well-gear. 

lY.^Or plant trees without the proprietor's Consent. 

v.— If they buy wood for the repair of their well-gear they 

An8wr (isDwii). may remove it on ejectment, but they 

may not remove the materials of their house. 

YI.-^They have no claim to the fruit of trees of spontaneous 
Annom (iwMii^ and growth. If they water trees near their 
(Uimv), and (iwmf). wells, what they will get depends on 
special agreement. 

Vn.— They may dig water-courses and erect dams, but they 
An$vfer (i«0v»). acquire thereby no right of occupancy. 

Yin."— The tenant is responsible for the whole of the cultivation, 
An9%Hr {UMom). and has to give chhera and clear 
the koMia, but in Mailsi the latter work 
is generally done by the proprietors. 

IX.— A tenant cultivating indigo cannot be ejected as long 

An$wer$ {iMvii) as the plant remains on the ground 

{U0a). otherwise there are no special customs 

relating either to ejectment, or the raising of rtxii 

within the term of settlement. 

X» — A tenant may use the manure of his cattle for his own 
Anmv€r$ {iw»9iii) to lands, but he may not sell it, nor may 
(im99). he on ejectment remove his dunghill. 
In Sar&i Sidh6, however, it is said that he may do 
this, and that manure belongs to the owners of the cattle, 
and not to the owners of the land. 



Pafogtaph 89.— The prorisioiis regarding improretnentfl are now fabjeet to Seoiioni 
68 snd 64 of the Panjab Tenancy Act ; with reference to rigkta to treee and tnanure the 
onHottof each tillage !• now aeparatel/ recorded in the Wdgih'Ul*ar$ i and the 
pfMtioeef each helding in retpeoi of the liabilitj for chher and for hti$$i (deaimaoe it mow 
MOQi^ed akmg with the rate of rent in the jamabmkdi. 



Digitized by 



Google 



dOtrOllABT LiW Off AILVYIOH in) BIU7VIM. !• 

CHAPTBE IV.~CUSTOMABY LAW OF ALLUVION ANO 

DILTJViojsr. 

40, There are three rivers on which alluvion aud dil^Tioi^ 

• vi^^hnrr;M»^MMinn ^^^^ placo, viz., the R<vi running entirely thrp^gh 
VFten^of nT9r«oiioa, ^^^ g^^^. g.^j^^ ^^j^^^ j^ ^^^ ^^| ^^ ^^ ^^^ , 

the Chenib on the western side, having on its left hand banl^ the 
Sar&L Sidhti, Mnlt&n, Shujabad and Lodhrto tahsUs pf Mult^n, 
and on its right hand bank the Muzaffargarh and Alfpur Tahsils 
of Muzaffarearh ; on the south the Satlaj, having on it9 left bank 
the Bah&waTpur State, and on its right bank the Mailsi and Lodhr&n 
Tahsils of Mult&n. 

41. The customs which prevail on the above rivers were 
Mode of ascer- recorded at public meetings of the lambardir$ an4 
taioipg aud record- representatives of the villages on both banks, held 
iog •iMtomg. under the presidency of R«i Hukm Chand, Extra 

Assistant Settlement Officer of Mult&n, and attended by the Settle- 
ment Superintendents of all the tahsils eiEeeted. The meetings for 
recording the Chen&b customs were also attended by Kh&n G-hulim 
ItfurtaM, Si^tra Assistant Settlement Officer of Muzaffarg^xh. The 
▼arious meetings were held at thp f ollpwing tinges and places :— 

For the Bivi ... at Sardi Sidfad ... on 8th February 1876. 

„ Chenib i, ... at NawAbpur ^^ ""' 

,, „ ii, ... at Shujabad 

n Satlaj i, ••• atLodhrim 

„ H ih ••• ^^ MaiUi 



S5th April 1876. 

27th May 187*. 
Ist December 1877« 
let January 187B, 



A record of the proceedings was drawn nv sepan^tely for each 
meeting, the customs were recorded in the form of questions igmd 
answers ; a list of the village representatives present, with their 
signatures, was added to each, and attested by the Superintendents ; 
and finally the order was passed bv the Extra Assistant Settlement 
Officer, that the statements should be incorporated with the x)ther 
records of Customary Law prepared at the present settlement. 

42. The first question put to the villages was, What is the 
iat quttfltion g©ii©ral custom of alluviou anddiluvipnf la the 
general oiuton, giTo ^ give and take '^ (^en-din) or ths ''deep fitream^' 
aad take v. de^ (Bilndbannah or JSh&r Kslin) rule followed f 
■^■^ That i^; Tjrhen Umd i^ gradually washed »wot by 

diluvjon, from a village PA pM lade of the river, ao^d added by 
alluvion to a village on ijke other side, does it continue to belong 
toitsold projNrietors, or is the ^'deep stream'' the bousdMy of 
proprietary right f To this th^ answer was that the gei^Qral Qu^tPP^ 
o^ a}l the rivers is the '' give and take " rule (Unrden) ; tbi^ if, 
the land continues to belong to its former propridx>rs. But to thia 
rule there are exceptions. On the left bank of the B&vi there are 46 
villages affected by river actlpn; they may be divided 
OntheE4v£. into fliree groups, 1 the villages near Tulaanba feeiii 

IMluin on the borders of t^e Montgcmiery District to Bll^hdid ^. the 
commencement of the Sidhi^ii reach, containing 28 vUl^gps {of, Hk^ l0fi( 
bank) ; 2 the Sidhii4i raa^h &om ^hd&d toSur^ SUu^BtaimBg^ 
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villages ; 3 from the Sidlinai to the Chenfib, 13 villages. All the villages 
of the first two groups, including of course those on the opposite bank^ 
follow the " deep stream " rule, but in the second group the banks of 
the Sidhnii are so straight and permanent that changes hardly ever 
occur. The third group, with the single exception of Gulpur Panjiri, 
follows the " give and take '^ rule. Leaving the second group out of 
consideration, we find that 29 of the R^vi villages follow the " deep 
stream,'' and 1 2 the ^^ give and take " rule. The large number of 
villages following the former rule is somewhat surprising, but the 
numerous instances given appear to prove clearly that this is now 
really their custom, the origin of which will be noted hereafter, 

43. On the Chendb the exceptions in favour of the deep stream 

are much less numerous and what there are appeax 
On the Chen&b. ^ ^^ based mainly on judicial decisions, or agree- 
ments specially drawn up in order to settle disputes. Out of the 76 
Chen&b villages of Sar6i Sidhu and Mult&n 5 villages only, and out 
of the 31 villages of Shujabad £wid Lodhrdn, none follow the deep 
stream rule.* 

44. On the Satlaj there are 94 villages in the Mailsi tahsil, and 

30 in Lodhr^n, in all 124, affected by river action. 
On the Satlaj. . Qf ^j^^g^ jg ^^ ^^le former and 13 in the latter, in 

all 32 follow the ^^deep stream,'' against 92 who follow the '^give and 

take" rule.t 

45. In the whole district therefore the deep stream rule is 

General nUe of l^^P^f.^ ^^J^ V^^^«^^ (including those of the 
the diatriot ia the Sidhnai reach) and the " give and take rule by 
"giye and take" 210 villages. It is somewhat strange that theRdvi, 
'"^®' a comparatively small river, passing throuffh villages 

included in the same district, should be the one on which the deep 
stream rule chiefly prevails, whilst on the broad rivers of the 
Chen6b and Satlaj villages which belong to a different state should 
follow the "give and take" rule. I think that the latter rule 



* So far aa the B&ri and Ghon&b villages are conoerned it is hoped that the deep stream 
rale may shortly become obsolete under the operation of Punjab Act I of 1899. A fixed 
boundary for 12 villages near Tulamba was sanctioned under that Act by letter No. 6071 
of 8rd September 1900, from the Secretary to the Financial Commissioner, to the 
Settlement Oommissioner, Panjab. A fixed boundary was agreed to in 1897, daring 
settlement operations by all the other villages except Akbarpur, and arrangements are 
now in progress for fixing these boundaries authoritatively under the Act of 1899. 

t As regards the Satlaj the answers recorded in 1877-78 no longer represent the 
actual custom. It was laid down in a letter No. 8681 of 24th August 1860, from the 
Oovernment of India that as between States jurisdiction should follow the " modified 
deep stream rule " : the rivers, it was ordered, ** shall continue to be the boundary if their 
encroachments on either side are only gradual and in the ordinary course of alluvion and 
diluvion ; but not in the case of sudden changes in the bed of the deep stream whereby 
land capable of identification is cut away." This rule does not strictly speaking affect 
proprietary rights, but the constant employment of the rale for purposes of jurisdiction 
appears to have led to its universal adoption for purposes of proprietary right, and 
I believe that at the present moment proprietary right on the Satlaj is everywhere 
governed by the modified deep stream rule. Negotiations have^ however, been reoently 
commenced for the purpose of laying down a fixed jurisdiction boundary, and it il 
prpbable that the existing custom as regards private property may again be mudifi^ 
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Origin of the deep originally prevailed universally, and that the 
Btream rule, « deep stream " rule has grown up mainly if not en- 

tirely under our rule. That this is so is proved by the early Settle- 
ment Reports, for Mr. Edgeworfch, Commissioner, Multdn, in para. 32 
of his No. 229, dated 22nd July 1850, reporting the Ist Summary 
Settlement of the Sardi Sidhfi and Mult&n Tahsils, ¥nites as follows :— 

''The caetom hitherto obtaining along these riyers, the BAvi and Chen&b, regarding 
.the right to increment appears to be that the land thrown np is considered as 
belonging to the estate, opposite from which land may have lately been abraded. 
If abrasion had formerly taken place on the side of the present increment, it is 
considered as a restoration, and belongs to the owner of the estate on that side. 
This custom is productive of mush inconvenience and endless disputes, I should strongly 
recornmend the adoption of the custom obtaining throughout the Qa/ngetic Provinces, viz., 
of the main stream being the boundary,** 

46. The orders of the Board of Administration on this were con- 
Introdnced at the veyed in paragraph 8 of their Secretary's No. 1812, 

ist Snmmary Settle- dated 12th September 1850, in the following words: 
™®^*^' Ths Board authorize yov/r laying it down as a rule^ 

gvDvng due notice by proclamation and personal commimicaiion through 
the Tahaildara, that for thefutv/re, as in the Oangetic Provinces, the 
main stream of the river should be the bowndary in all cases* 

47. "What may be the precise legal effect of this order, it is 
Legal effect of rather hard to say. Ifo doubt under the Indiim 

those orders. Councils Act it had the force of law, for it was as 

distinct and formal a piece of legislation as the Board ever attempted. 
But notwithstanding the orders for the general promulgation of 
the new rule, I fancy that it remained to a great extent a dead letter. * 
No doubt it was known to the officers in whose time it was issued, 
and influenced them in their decision of cases, and these again influenc- 
ed the custom. But I have found no instance even in these cases of 
the Board's order being quoted as a formal and authoritative law, and 
I imagine that it certainly cannot be held to be law now. For not 
only does the new Alluvion and Diluvion Act distinctly say that local 
custom is to be followed but the Board's order is by implication re- 
pealed by the Punjab Laws Act (Act IV of 1872) ; for existing 
orders are only confirmed as far as they regard those subjects on 
which the Local Government is empowered by the Act to make 
rules ; and alluvion and diluvion is not one of these. I think there- 
fore that the custom is really as stated in the present record, and 
that it should be followed except where it can be shown that a 
different custom has hitherto prevailed. 

48. In villages which follow the deep stream boundary land 
Shares in 1 a n d gained by alluvion is divided amougst the villages 

throT^nnp. opposite which it is thrown up according to their 

old boundaries, but inside the villages only those proprietors take a 
share in the new land whose holdings adjoin the river.* 



^ The onstoms regarding the proprietary right in new landrary somewhat and th4 
ptactio9 of each village is generally to be found recorded in ih% W<i0ib*MUar»t 
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49» The second maiu question regards the Law of ayolsion. 
Snd q a e • t i o 9« Does land transferred bodily so as to be capable 
arvkiofi. of identification from one side to the other, cpH'* 

dinue to belong to its original proprietors, or to the village opposite 
which it is thrown up ? Of course in the villages which follow the 
''give and take ^' rule, the land continues to belong to its original 
proprietors. In the other villages the deep stream rule is followed, 
with reference to this land also, except on the R6vi where land 
transferred by avulsion continues to belong to its original proprietors. 
This is another proof of the extraneous origin of the deep stream 
custom ; were the latter rule really a natural custom we should ex- 
pect to isee it followed with regard to all lands; but as it is only the 
creation of our own rules, the exception in favour of changes by 
avulsion has been introduced, partly because it is a provision of the 
Bwigal Regulation, XI of 1825, and partlv because it was in harmony 
with the general feelings of the people, enabling them to a greats 
extent to follow their old real custom the " give and take '^ rule. 

50. All new land formed in the bed of the river is regulated 
New land in rlyer by the ordinary custom by which the adjoining 

bed. vUlages are governed. 

51. Villages which are entirely washed away and afterwards 
▼ilUgee e^tirelr restored will in all cases on the Bivi and Chen&b 

wMhed Mraf. belong to their original proprietors, and so they 

will OH the Satlaj, if they are restored on thp side to which they 
origittally belonged ; but if an ori^al Mailsi village is restored on 
the Bah4walpur side, and vice vena, it is, in the villages which follow 
the deep stream yule, governed by l^e ordinary custom, and the 
origiiuu proprietors lose all right in it. 

52. In answer to the question what would be done if the river 
Oaie of two ieqoal divided into two streams of equal size, all the vil- 

Mre^mi* lagea replied that no such case ever had or ^w&r 

eonld occur i on^ stream must always be greater than the otiier^ 
Iknd if both were apparently equal the one in which the cxurent was 
lihe swifter would be considered the main stream. 

53. The enquiry into the custom regarding the rights of 
l^ am^f Qt Mj|/urfisfs in land submerged and restored, ordered 

ViJU^il^*- by the Settlement Commissioner, No. 25, dated 

27th July 1877, and oy the Financial Commissioner, Book Circular XTJ 
of 1877, has been carried out as completely as possible,* When the 
q^e^i^n w»a put broadly at the general meetings the answers 
obtained were of little value, for as a rule all the tenants asserted that 
the rights survived, and all the proprietors asserted that t^ey did 
not^ I tWef pre directed the Superintendents to draw up a list of 
the tenants entered in the records of the Regular Settlement as 

• This enquiry was the oatoome of the nUing in Punjab Bteord No. 69 of 1877, that 
% i^aat did not lose his oceupanoj rights by reason of land being submerged unless m 
enetom was profed to the eentMr7. See tlie Oiiioaltt quoted in f uH <m page 986 of 
Yolt IX ef Tvpper^s Casfeomary lAW. 
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having rightt of occupancy in villages affected by river action, to 
ascertain now mach of tHeir land had been cutaway and restored 
since that Settlement, and who had taken possession of it. They 
were also to record the statements of the proprietors and Maurtisis in 
each village as to what they considered the custom. 

64. The result of this enquiry is embodied in the general 
Eewiit of the record of customs of each river. On the Rivl 
enqoiry,Sar£iSidhA. there have been no instances of such land being 
cut away and restored. There are 19 villages in which Maurfisia 
held land at the last Settlement, but in one the MauriSsfs entirely 
abandoned their holdings; of the remaining 18, no land has been 
lost in 11 villages, and in 7 the land lost has not yet been restored. 
There is no evidence as to custom, for both tenants and proprietors 
say merely there are no disputes. On the Sarlii 8idh6 part of the 
Chenib there are six villages with Maurfisis, in two no land has been 
lost; in one it has been lost and not yet restored ; in the remaining 
three it has been restored and taken by the proprietors without any 
objection by the tenants. 

55. On the Ohen&b, in the Multin Tahsil, there were 10 villages 

with Maurtisi tenants, but in one of them the ten- 
On the Chenib. ^^^^ ^^^ practically sub-proprietors whose rights 
h ave been defined by judicial decrees, and their practice cannot be 
said to affect the general custom. Of the remaining nine villages cases 
of Maurfisls' land being cut away and restored have occurred in four 
only, and in all these there have been disputes, in two of which the 
tenants recovered their lands, whilst in the other two the proprietor! 
were victorious. Of the five villages in which no case has occurred, in 
three both proprietors and tenants agreed as to the survival of the ten- 
ants' rights, in a fourth they agreed that these rights ceased, whilst in 
the fifth the rights were claimed by two tenants (and allowed by the 
Superintendent) and repudiated by the others. In Shujabad cases of 
restoration had occurred in seven out of the twelve villages affected; in 
four of these the land has been taken by the proprietors and in three 
it had been taken by the tenants, without any opposition on either iride. 
Of the five in which no instance has occurred, in four both proprietors 
and tenants agree that the tenants' rights survive; in the fifth there 
was a dispute which was decided by the Superintendent in favour of the 
tenants. In Lodhr&n there are six Chen&b villages with Maurdsis, in 
two only have their lands been cut away and restored, and in both 
instances they were taken by the proprietors. 

56. In Lodhr&n there are 15 Satlaj villages with Mauriisfs, bat 

in two only have cases actually occurred ; in one the 
On the Satlaj. j^^^^ ^^^ taken by the proprietor, and in the other 

by the tenant, and the Superintendent says that there is no general 
agreement as to the custom. But in the villages from Kot Lndm-ud- 
df n to Elhanwah both proprietors and tenants have recorded that such 
land shall so to the proprietors, whilst in the remaining vUlages they 
have recorded that it shall go to the tenant. In Maiki, there were 
Maurtisfs in 26 villages, in all of which there have been cases of dilu- 
yion; in 22 cases the land has been wholly or partty restored^ and in 19 
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of these it has ^ne to the proprietors; in three cases it has gone to the 
tenants, in one instance without objection^ in the other two after a dis- 
pute and an award by the Superintendent. In all four cases where 
the land has not yet been restored both parties agree that it will go to 
the proprietor. 

Opinion ©f Settle. 57. I think that it may be held from these 

ment Officer. reports that— 

(i). On the R6vi there is no custom at all. 

(it). On the Chen6b, the precedents are neither suflSciently 
numerous nor uniform to constitute a general custom 
or even customs for groups of villages, but the majority 
of the precedents of restoration are rather in favour of 
the proprietors. 

(iiij . On the Satlaj we have almost a general custom in favour 
of the proprietors ; the precedents are numerous, and 
almost unanimous in their favour, and they are generally 
supported in other villages by the adnussions of the 
tenants themselves. 

Still in cases of dispute the actual position of the particular 
tenant should be looked to. In some cases he is almost a sub- 
proprietor, in others his position is very weak. I doubt if we can 
say generally that Maurtisis have or have not a right to these lands, 
but I think the presumption is rather in favour of the proprietors and 
that it will generally be for the Maurasfs to show some particular 
cause for admitting their claim. 

58. This enquiry into the rights of Maurfisfs completes the 
record of Customary Law for this district as 
Conclotton. compUed at the present Settlement. As already 

stated no legal presumption of correctness will attach to any of its 
entries ; it is only claimed for them that they may be admitted in 
evidence under Section 32 of Act I of 1872, and taken for what 
they are worth. It may be said that many of the answers are worth 
but little, and this is quite true if we look on them simply as evidence 
in support of a custom in the sense of a rule of action founded on an 
unbroken series of precedents. But as observed by Mr. Lyall, even 
these answers are valuable as showing the state of feeling out of 
wldch custom grows ; at any rate they will show the Courts what has 
been the scope of the present enquiry, and even if they do not afford 
much evidence in themselves, they may still be of considerable use in 
indicating the direction in which further investigations may be profit- 
ably made. 



Camp Multan, ^ CHARLES A. ROE, 

December 15th, 1879. j Settlement Officer. 
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CHAPTER I. -INHERITANCE. 

PART I.— OF HEIRS MALE. 

1.— Do the sons of a lawfully wedded mother succeed to their 
father's property in equal shares^ or does the eldest take a larger 
share ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer ofMiihammadans. — (i). By Makhdtim Bahdwal Bakhsh, 
Shekh Pir Sh6h, and Shokh Hasan Bakhsh, Kureshis. — ^In our 
families the successor to the office of Makhdum (Sajjadahnashin) 
takes a half share more than his brothers, i, e., the shares are 1^ 
against 1. 

£jratnp/04.~Mnkhdum Sh^h Mahmud and Makhddm Bah&wal Bakhsh. 

(ii). By Karim Bakhsh, Khokhar. — In our family the shares are 
unequal. 

Example, — Malik Cmnr All took hnlf a share more than his brothers, and I mjself 
got two wells in excess. 

(Note. — I do not believe this answer of Karfm Bakhsh 's. Ho is at great ^mity 
with his brothers).* 

(iii). In the following 151t castes all the sons share equally. 

List of caates. 
1. Sayads, 2. Kureshis, 3. Pathfins, 4. Waii:s, 5. Chan, 6. Chawan, 7. Khddal, 
8. Murakha, 9. Sarabhal, 10. Bahunna, 11. Muhotah, 12. Hiraj, 13. Bosan, 14. Kan, 
16. Ubha, 16. Gujar, 17. Juta, 18. Mah6, 19. Wij?, 20. Hanslah, 21. Nun, 22. Si41, 
23. Mater, 21. Haradra,25. Kalru, 2(5. Channar, 27. Libar, 28. Mel, 29. Arfiin, 30. Metla, 
81. Ponwar, 32. Bach, 33. Sech, 34. Bhanu, 35. Dher, 86. PaU, 37. Kamboh, 
88. WajU, 39. Khalwfir, 40. Tanda, 41. Machhi, 42. Biloch, 43. Ltithar, 44. 
Walhara, 45. AthangMl, 46. Mah/ir, 47. Samejah, 48. Sutrak, 49. Tarkhan, 50. Awan, 
61. Dumra, 5'A. Sandfla, 53. Uawdnf, 54. Dhol, 55. Sahiran, 56. Kumhdr 57. Bhabhft, 
58. Bhattf, 69. Khokhar, 60. Lar, 61. Mallan Hans, 62. Pharan, 63. llir, 64. Tahim, 
65. G£grah, 66. Lnnganah. 67. Dnha, 68. Darana, 69. Mandwf, 70. Malah, 71. Paroyah, 
72. Chughattah, 73. Nandla,74. Khara, 75. Kalasra, 76. Baring, 77. Rath, 78. Dhudha, 
79. Jahr, 80. Somra, 81. Khojah, 82. Mundh, 83. Samra, 84. Desi, 85. Khor, 86. Bapla, 
87. Wirak, 88. Kami, 89. KharraJ, 90. Chhnnna, 91. Jhambar, 92. Teriah, 93. Langrial, 
94. Khuawar, 95. Parhan, 96. Karand, 97. P.irhar, 98. Amliah, 99. Malana, 100. Sat, 
101. Sim. 102. Jangl:i, 103. Walwat, 10k Mdh, 105. Chaj, 106. Khattran, 107. Bihan, 
108. Qhallu, 109. Waha,110. Tanwari,lll. Khichi, 112. Tnlwadh, 113. Mah6, 114. Gorah, 
115. Sath, 116. Marral, 117. Gabiiwal, 118. Samaranah, 119. Jhakkar, 120. Chaddhar, 
121. Motmal, 122. Sangi, 123. Mor, 124. Man, 125. Ojla, 1*26. Arbi, 127. Lodhra, 128. Hans, 
129. Sahfi, 130. Sun, 131. Khand, 132. Mahtam, 133. Maugana, 134. Buha, 135. Jhandir, 
136. Rajwana, 137. Uchi, 138. Sewrah, 139. Barar, 140. Kachh, 141. Gahna, 142. Jajuhan, 
143. Pbarwdnah, 144. Laogah, 145. Abbas, 146. Kharral, 147. Tahim, 148. Pahor, 
149. Hamidoa. 150. Ladidl, 151. Malleka. 

(iv). In the following 82{ castes and 436 familiei Muhammadan 
Law is followed : — 

* The answer is certainly wrong. When Karfin Bakhsh's brother Alia Baklish died 
in 1898 his sons took eqnal shares; cf. also the cieciMion in Punjab Res ri, No. 20 of 13S1. 

i Really 149. Th*e Kbarrals and Tahinis appear twice. A^ res^ard^ the Path&ni it 
may be noted that in the jdg{r held by the sons of Nawab Faujdar Khan, Alizai. the 
eldest son gets two-thirds, while the land itself is dividod oqu vlly. In the grant m id j to 
the sons of Nawab KkXe Khan, Alizai, in Bah&dapnr, Tahsil Shujabad, the eldo)b 8)n by 
agreement took two-thirds : this was acquiesced in for 12 years by the other sons, hut 
has I'ltely been dispated. In the jdgirs and lands held by the Nawabs of Dera (in Maaza 
F£rozpar, Ac.,) the shares are governed by aso.newhat aimil ir principle. 

(Really 81. The Ansaru are counted twice over. It lias b3en also decided in 
Punjab Record^ No. 47 of 1900, that among Miihammaian carpentars resident in Maltln 
city tbece beius^ no definite oastom as regards 8acc34sioa at variant.) ^tith ACahatn^Tiaiia 
Law, thernles of that Uw must be followed. 
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IMHXBITANCE (HEIBS MALS) . 



Tribe. 




FamilieB 



1. EUBR«HI 



2. Afghan 



S. Sayad 



4. 8cx ... 

5. Khand 

G. KlIOKHAR 



Makhdum Hashfd ... 



DanlaUbdd 
Sainiir&n& 

Kotia Muhammad 
BnU. 

KotIa Hahm Alf ... 
Gnlzfirpnr 

Miisudpar Tibba ... 
Xutabpur ... 
Taraf Mubfirik ... 



Bhakar Arb( 
Alamgfr ... 
Sadrpnr 



Lutfab&d ... 
Taraf Mubdrik 



Traggar 



Baknabiid ... 
Naurangabad 
Muzaflar^bdd 



Tattar 

Kotla Waris Shah 
Tajpur 
Khnnpnr ... 
lias III pur ... 



Daulatnbad 



Do. 



Tajpiir 

Taraf Mubarik 



Jaman Sh&h, FTassan ShAh, Mauj Darya, Mu- 
hammad 8h6h, Fatah 8hAh, Hidaiat 8b£h, 
Kaura Sh&h, J6man Sh^h, Hamid Shah, Karm 
Shih, Mubdrik Shdh, Nasfr Sh£h, KhAnan 
Shib, M ohammad Shah, Muhammad Shah, 
Anwar Shah. 

Qutab Dfo, Sadr Din, Dfo Muhammad. 

Ilahf Bakhsh, Abul Hahim, Muhammad 
Adah 

Shdh Bakhsh, Dilddr Bakhsh. 

Nizim-nd-dfn. 

Sultan Mabmud, Sadr Dfn, Ala Dfn, Shekh 
Far(d« Nitdm-ud-dfn. 
Saif-ad-dfn, Abdul KhAlik. 
Ghulam Sarwar, 
Bakhflha. 



Gaman Khdn, Ghulam Rasdl Kh&n, Hassan 

Khdn, Muhammad Khdn. 
Khud& Bakhsh Khan, Dost Mohammad 

Kh^D. 

Muhammad BahrAm Khdn, Muhammad Zar- 
gani Khdn, Mubazar-ud-din Kh^n, Haq 
Nawds Khan, Ghulam Sarwar Kh6n, Azdar 
Alf Khan. 

Nawdb Sadik Muhammad Khnn. 

Khan Muhammad Khan. 



Jdfar Shilh, Nabi Shdh, Bag Shah, Kdsim 
ShAh, Murdd Shah, Budhan Shah, Im£in 
Shah, Hyat Shah, Muhammad Sh&h, Hassan 
Shah, Walan Shah, Kutab Shih. 

Nadir Shih, NiirShdh. 

Jafar Shah, Kamil Shah. 

Fateh Shah, Anwar Shah, Murad Shah, Im£ni- 
od-dfu Shah, Nur Shah, I'hiwan Sh4h. 
Sadr Shah, Sabxal Shah, Nabi Shah, Bakhsbu 
ShAh. 

Bah£wal Shfih, Ganju Shah, Imim Shih. 

Wir'iB Shah, Guldb Shah. 

Amirdld Sblih. 

Mahbub Shdh, Chiragh Shah, Pallia Shah. 

Shcr Shah, Azam Shah, Sult&n Shah 



Khudaydr, Sardar, Mohamdi!^, Sulemin, 
Virin, 



Jindu. 



Karfma, Mahmud. 

Kamzdn. 

Alia Ditta. 
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IKHEBltUrCE (heirs HALE). 



HI 



Tribe. 




FamilieB. 



7. Abbi... 



8. Dhabi LA 



9. Metla 





Kadirpur ... 
Jnkharpnr ... 
Taraf lamdfl 


10. Ban 


Kadirpur Ban 
LntfaWd ..» 




Khanpnr ... 


11. Walwat ... 


Bbartwihf* 


12. Hans 


Aznm H&ns 


18. Mahtaii .m 


Bohar 


14. Awan 


Jaliw^an... 


15. KUMHAB ... 


Khojah 


16. Abain 


Khojah ... 

Zainpnr 

Bidd 




Traggar ... 




Wah6 




Min&pur ... 
Gulzdrpnr ... 
Gop4lpur ... 
Billfwdla ... 




Mubdrikpur 


17. JflAKKAB ... 


Khojah 
Banawihan 


18. Mahb 


mini B&w4 



Arb£ 

Basant Kob... 
Bbakar ArbC 
Katabpur ... 

Tatfpar 

Basil Nan ... 
Tahirpur ... 
Chak G^grah 

Mianpnr 



-VSm^ 



Ahmad Kh&n, Sher Kh&n, Amfr Khin, Jab^m 
Kh4n. 
Salabat Khan. 
Muhammad Khin. 
Muhammad Bakhsh. 

Yar Muhammad, Naurang Muhammad, Sidhii, 

Uaiydt. 
Ahmad Khin and Mudld. 
Murad, Snlt4n, Kauri, Wahdb. 
GahDa, Budhi. 

Sahib, Ahmad, son of Muhammad Khin, 
Jahin, Ghulam, Ziidat, Muhammad, Waif 
Muhammad, Nur Muhammad, Ahmad, son 
of Muhammad, Murid, Ahmad, Bahlol, 
Hanjar, Azfm, Dalel, Mukim, Sheran, Nasfr, 
Sardir, Sikandar, Fateh Muhammad, Gaman, 
Jah4n. 

Dula, Pahlwtin, Bigh, Jinda. 

Gaman, Walau, Kala, Jahinu, Yiran, Imamd. 

Lukman, Saliah, Gul. 

Namd£r, P£r£n. 

Musa, Murad, Azfm, Sikandar. 

Mammun, Gaman. 

Muhammad, Alia Bakhsh, Khudi Bakhih, 
Muhammad Bakhsh, Bah&dar, Bamzin, 
Tiiri, Sihibyar, Suhinra. 

Bakhsh, Jam&l. 

Far(d, Ndran, Naurang, Murad, Surib, HW. 

Pidra, Sardar, Fateh Muhammad. 

Kddir Bakhsh, Umar Bakhsh, llihi Bakhsh, 
Bamz&n. 

Sher. 

Hassan, K&lu, Khaird. 
Ahmadjir, Khud& Bakhsh, Qamar. 
Muhammad Bakhsh, Fateh Muhammad, Ah* 
mad, Sultin, Fazld, Alddid. 
Suhira, Hassan Bakhsh. 
Ahmad Bakhsh, Kalu. 
Pira, Jina, GhoJ&m Muhammad. 
H4ji, Bamzan, Jindn. 

Dur Muhamniad, Khan Mohammad, Jindti. 
Hassan. 

Ghulim Hussain. 
N6r, Khuddyir. 

Aifm, Bamidn, ImdmiiD, Ynaaf, Aldjar, 
Konrd, Sdhibydr, Sardir, Sowdya. 



* Now in Moxaifargarh* 
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IV 



INHERITANCE (hEIES MILE). 



Tribe. 



Villages. 



Families. 



19. Mahra 


Kotmahrd 


Azfm. 


20. DOBANA ... 


Dnrana Laogana ... 


Sber Muhammad, Galina, Bamzan, Bamzan 
II. Mahi, Gbulam Muhammad, Fura. 


21. Dahe 


Do. 


Gbulam Muhammad, Fira. 


22. BouA 


Do. 


Khdn. 


23. Lang AN A ... 


Panjkohd 


Muhammad. 


24. Sauu 


Amfipur Sahd 
Sahd 


Amir Snltau, Inayat, Salim, Gbulam, Muham- 
mad, Dana, Sojhd. 
Bagha, Khudayar, Wahab. 




Taraf Mabarik ... 


Musa. 


25. BiLocH 


Taraf Mubdrik ... 


F£zil. 


26. Tanwri ... 


Ur 


Muhammad Jnmal. 


27. Tahim 


Vah^ 

Muhammadpnr Kih 


Yar Muhammad, Sahara. 
Yar Muhammad, Suhara. 




m. 
Mirzapuf 


Khuda Bakhsh. 


28. Gabbiwal... 


Vahe 


Sohfira. 


29. Bhatti • ... 


Taraf Juma Kh^lsa 


Ghulam Mohy-ud-din, Cbakar, Khaira. 


80. KnoJA 


Taraf Daira 


AH Muhammad. 


81. Mahbal ... 


Kotla EahniAU ... 
Kddirpur ... 

Kb&Dpnr 

Traggar 

Kasba 


Alf, Bamzan Kbdn, llahf Bakhsh. 

Bamziin Khdn, AK Kh&u, Ramzaa 2Qd. 

Bamzan Khao. 

Khudd Bakhsh, Wasdya. 

Sber Bakhsh. 


82. Fawab 


GalE&rpnr 


Ul, Kdm. 


83. Jhakdib ... 


Do 


Snltdn. 


84. DUURA 


DuDira 


Bakar, Ramzao, Sahara, Muhammad Husain, 
Sard^r, Ahmad, Bahddur. 


85. Bhutta ... 


Taraf Daira 

Taraf Mublrik .. 

Taraf Rdvf 

Taraf Sidh6 Hisam 


Fateh Muhammad, Wdris, Mohammad Bakhsh, 
Ghulam Muhammad, Ghuldm Eaadl, Pahl- 
wdn. 

Bakhsh an. 

A\{ Muhammad, GbnUm Muhammad, Kaurs. 

Rnmzan, Barkhurddr, Alf, Ramzin 2nd, Mu- 
hammard Bakhsh. 


86. Eajwana ... 


Taraf Mubdrik ... 


Bamzan, Saleh, Allayar, Ghulam Kabi. 


87. Ebichi 


Do. 


Ndr Muhammad. 



,-. . In ?lvi8ionRl Court case No. 372 of 1885 it v^bh decided (4th May 1886) that the parUea 
(BhaUis of HultAn and Taraf Daira; Were-governed in matters of ioheriUnoe by Uuhaiamadan Law 
and not by onstom. "^ 
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IKHERITAKCE (HEIRS MALS). 



Tribe. 




FatnilieB. 



88. Ealbu 



89. KiMBOU .. 

40. SODHA 

41. Barab 

42. BccH 
48. Daha 

44. JOTA 
46. Pabhab 

46. Sath 

47. KcBAi 

48. Wig 

49. fiBoki 

60. Bhaku 

51. Ehakot 

52. Jajohan. . 
58. Stal 

54. DUAMRA .. 

55. MOHAKA . 

56. Wains 

57. Bamubaka . 



Taraf Mabarik . 

Bioda Sandila 
T&jpar Sandfla 
Muhammadpur Kilru 
Bnoh Mabiurik 

Taraf Mnbilrik 
Taraf Ism&fl 



Taraf MubArik 

Do. 
Do. 
Makbddmpar 

Alange Hattf 
Alamgjr 
Bioda SandHa 
Alaingfr 
W^nchatta 
Lntfabid 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Miriipnr 
Binda Bandfla 

B^japur 

R&jgb&t 

Tijpor 

Bobar 

SimndlQa 



Barkburddr, Muhammad Tar, Ibr&bfm, Ghn- 
1dm Haidar, Wary dm. 
Atfman, Gulsber, Kbairu, Maghna. 
Anayar, Fateh MuhiELmmad. 
Tfdris. 
Jabdnai Sassan. 

Kddir Bakbsh, Ahmad Ydr. 

Khdn Mnhammad, Bamzdh, Ghnlam jMnham- 

mad, Fatah Mohammad, Tar Mnhammad, 

Ibrdhfm, Takub, Chhatta. 

Eddir Bakhah Kamboh, Kddtr Bakbah Sodha, 
Ndra, Alld Bakhah. 

Kura, Barkhorddr. 

Ahmadydr. 

Pfran, Wazfr, Ndran, lea, Faail, Rhadd 
Bakbsh, Mashfr. 

Kddir Bakhsh, KhdD. 

Snltdn Mahmud, Am£r Ebdn, Imdm Bakhah, 

Mnrdd Alf, Mabammad Bakhsh. 
Azfm, Mohammad, F£randitta, Mosallim, 

Mitha. 
Ddim, Nizdm 

Ifdman. 

Muhammad Alf, 8di, Amin. 

Ghnldm Rasdl, Badha RoshaD, JindwAdda, 
Nisam, Mnrdd, B{ila. 

Sdhibydr. 

Diita. 

Haydt. 

Jahdn, Ktira. 
Ahmad, Ehdnan. 
Gdman. 

Ehudaydr, Pdndf. 

Eban Muhammad, Bamzdn, Eanra, Allah 

Bakhah, Ehdnan, Jindti, Bberan, Gulsdr. 
Mardd, Ahmadydr. 

GhnUm Mohammadj Anwar. 

Bakhsfaan, Alf, Gdtnan^ Gullan, Fanjddh 
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viii mHBBrriKOB (hsibs ifiXi>). 

(ii), Nur Muhammad Pathfin of W&hf D&tid Kh&a gives two 
instances in his own family of a larger share being given to one 
brother with the consent of the others, but he says that these 
depended entirely on the consent of the brothers, and were special 
cases. The general custom is for all sons to inherit equally. 

Answer of Eindui. — The eldest son takes IJ share against the 
share taken by each of his brothers. 

Examples. — (1). Nandd and Pdripia, Kftrira, of Dfinwaran. 
(2). Godhu Mai, Hari& and Knddan Kariira of Chak Godhu. 
(3). Tikkan, Pokor, Miil& and Jassd Kar&rs of Ddnwaran. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans.—AM the castes with the following 
exceptions say that all the sons take equal shares. 

Exceptions.^ {{), Amount the Arafns, Sardar Mahammad of Eikrf says that with 
th§ consent of his brothers, the eldest receives something extra, thns he got 8 weUs. 
Hassan Bakhsh of Jallah says the same, and that his nnole Bnmz^n thas got li wells 
more than his father, bat his brother Nabf Bakhsh denies this and says that aU the 
brothers fake equally.* 

(ii). Amongst the Sayad8,t Ghnlam MuRtaf& says the same as Sardar Mahammad 
Ardin, and that his grandfather Mangili Sh&b gave his brother Azfm Sh6h 2 shares. 
Answer of Hindis . — (i). By the Aror4s of Mailsi and the eastern 
parte, the eldest son takes one-fourth more.t 

Examples. — (]). The family of Lorinda Mai, of Khdnpar. 
(2). The family of Dola Mai, of Ladaa. 

(ii). By the Aror^s of Kahror and western parts, and by all 
other Hindus, all sons take equal shares. 

Saxai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, they all inherit equally. 
Exception. — A larger share has been given to the eldest son as " Sardarf " in Akbar 
S&hd and to Haidar ShAh in Salarwahun Kohna, and toBaltan Hir&j in Chankf Mohan. § 

Answer of Hindus. — Yes, they all inherit equally (except amongst 
Bar&gis and incumbents of shrines) . 

2.— Do sons by diflferent lawfully wedded mothers inherit per 
capita (pagvand) or per stirpes (chundavand) ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — The Muhammadan Law is followed, 
i.e., they inherit pagvand.W 

Answer of Hindus, — ^They inherit pagvand, 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — They inherit per capita [pagvand). 
Answer cf Bindvs.-r^They inherit per capita (pagvand) . 
Examples,— 'The families of Chaadhrf Mohan Lil, Bhatiah, and ChandhrC B^ja R&m, 
Arora. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. -^They inherit 'per capita [pagvand). 

* This certainly seems the general rale among the Arafus. In Kikri Khard Im&m 
Bakhsh's sons got eqaal shares. 

t The general rule among Sayads is one of eqaal shares. When H&mid Shah of 
Maridpar died his sons got eqaal shares. 

X Ihis is doabtfal. When Dola Mai's relation Jassa Rttm died shortly before settle- 
ment liis three sons inherited eqaaUy. 

§ So too in Gagra Kalandar JahSnian Makhdiim Karam Husain received two-thirds 
of the property and his brother one- third. 

II Cases of chfindavand are found among families who haye emigrated from the 
Punjab to settle on the Sidhnai, e.g., on the death of Jah^na Chhatta in Basd&rwiiV^. 
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IKHIBITAVOB (HBIBS MALB). IX 

SmimfUi.^il). The 1008 of Bakhiba Sheikh, of Umftrpar. 

(2). The 8onB of Bakhshan Ghai, of Malikpnr. 

(3). The foni of Mvhammad Kabdl Kach&las, of Shidi Kaohilah. 

(4). l^e sons of Kidd Bilnch, of Bet Kesar. 

(6). The eons of Ahmad Kh&n Bhnttah, of Nanrajah Bhuttah. 

(6). The 8OD8 of Rinjah Drig, of Bet Moghal. 

(7). The 8on8 of J£m Jiwan Drif , of Bet Kech. 

(8). The sons of Pfr Bakheh L&og, of Bet Moghal. 

(9). The eons of iH ueah, of Kh&n Belah. 

(10). Gholim Kamh&r, of Kbin Belah. 

(111. Hnsen Daha, of Khin Belah. 

(12). Mohammad Sandflah. 

(13). Shahbeg of Chaatilah. 

Answer of Eindus.-^Thej inherit jjer capita. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans.^Thej inherit per capita \pagvand). 

J«ampi«.— The family of Kh4n Joyah, of Bfla WAgab. 

Av^swer of Eivdus.^The same as the Muhammadans. 

Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — ^They inherit per capita (pagyand). 
Sxceptiom, — 1. In H&jf Diw&nab, Uashnnt left three 80na by one wife and one 
ion by a seoond wife. They divided their inheritance ehundavand. 
(2). 80 did the eons of Ziyddat in Bii MiriU. 

Answer ofEvndus. — ^They inherit per capita (pagvand), 

3.— If one wife is of the father's own caste« and the other of 
another caste^ do their sons inherit equally ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — By the 82 castes who follow Muham- 
madan Law. Yes. 

Answer of Hindus.'^Bj bXI the Hindus except i;he following 31 
families : — 

The sons of the wife of the other caste get no share. 

By the 31 exceptions, if the wife of the other caste has been 
married as a virgin her family will get one-third of their father's 
property and two-thirds will go to the family of the other wife. But 
if she has been married as a widow, her family will get nothing. 

The 31 exceptions : — 
Mnnehf Kisban Chand Diia, Hasbmat Rii Dda, M{il Cband Diia, Chnbfl D&e Dda, 
Roshan Bii Gandi, Bhamba B&i Gkndi, Jifca B£m Gandi, GhaDdarbh4n Gandi, Bhif 
Cbamsn Bam Nangpil, Jhaogi Rim Khana, Bhif Parshotam Dia Garow&ra, Mnltinf 
Earn, Khail Eim, Eishan Singh, Jais Mai Gandi, Shibdiil Khanna, Daya Ram, son of 
liOnga Mai, "Bhii Kirpa Rim Marooha, Bhif Mehr Chand Garowira, Kanbya Lil IHia, 
Ifiaar Eimjas, Bhamba RimEhani, BbambaEim Dda, Daulat Rii D^a, Diwin{ Chand 
Khatri, Jfwan Rim, son of Mul Chand, Jais Mai, son of Xotan Mai, Earm Chand, son 
of Vir Bhin Ebatri, Bhif Cheli Rim Garowira, Eishna Rim Eapdr, 80m Nith Eap6r. 
Bwamplea, — Pairi Rim Chindihak, married a widow of another oaete. Her children 
got no share. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadams. — They all take equal shares. 
Answer o/JKtkiti«.— Marriage with other castes is not allowed. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, if both wives are lawfully 
wedded. 
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INHSBITANOB (hXIKS MALX). 

EacmpU8.'-(l), The family of Bakhshan Shekh of Umarpur and of— 

(2). KhAn Ghalia of Eandn. 

(8). Muhammad Yar Ghallu of Chautdlah. 

(4). Kabul Kachalah of Sbddi KachAlah. 

(5). Haiydt Kachalah of Karmu wall. 

(6). Ahmad Khin Bhattah of .Ijfauraja Bhuitah. 

(7). Allah Dittah Bhuttah. 

(8). Jfwan Drijf of Bet Kechh. 

(9). Jfwan Khin Si&l of Kotlah Ch&kar. 

0). Hasan Komhir of Khin Belah. 

1). Umar Loh&r of ditto. 

2). Giman and Mahmfid Sandflas. 

8). Jalal and Bams&n Mahtamfl. 

4). Jindd Tawanjah. 

L5). Muhammad Bakhsh Pantihan of Mochf Pandhan. 
Answer of flindw^.— Marriage with a woman of another caste is 
mot allowed. 

Mailst. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The sons of both take equal shares. 

Answer of Hindus, — The nyirriage with another caste is not 
acknowledged, and the childreii'x)f such a marriage take nothing. But 
Lila Ram, «on of Mangat R'li Khatri, says that his caste occasionally 
intermarries with Karars, ^nd such marriiiges are considered lawful 
and their offspring inherit. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — The sons of both take equal shares.* 
Answer of Hindus. — Tlie sons of the wife of another caste would 

get nothing. But they would be entitled to maintenance as long as 

they served the sons of the other wife. 

4.— If marriage is lawful with the wife of one caste, but un- 
lawful with the wife of the other, do the sons of the latter receive 
any share ? 

Multan. 

Answer of Muhammadai^, — The 82 castes which in answer No. 1 
are recorded as following Muhammadan Law, say that the sons of a 
woman whose marriage is forbidden by the Law get no share. 

Answer of Hindus.— The 31 exceptions of No. 3 give the same 
answer as there recorded. All the other Hindus say, that if the v^oman 
was married as a virgin, her children are entitled to maintenance, but 
if she was a widow they are entitled to nothing. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No such case has occurred. 
^ Answer of Hindus. — ^As No. 3. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — If the wife is married according to 
Law her children inherit. But if marriage with her is forbidden by 
Law, her children are bastards, and they get no share. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

* Not always. In Chak Nauranp Shah (ono of the Tillages tranaferrod fron 
Jbang in 1898) the sons of Ghnlam Jahanian Shah who were of the wifa in ctmtm got 
a lavg^r share than the bods of the outside wife. 
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iNHBBrrAHOi (hubs halb). li 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The only custom is that of Muham- 
madan Law: all marriages allowed by it are acknowledged; all forbid- 
den by it are disallowed and the children of them get nothing. 

Answer of Hindus.-^The children of a marriage not allowed by the 
'' Shfistras '^ get nothing. 

Saeai Sidhu. 

Answer of Mvhammadans. — The sons of the wife with whom mar- 
riage is unlawful take no share. But they are entitled to maintenance 
as Jong as they remain with their legitimate brothers. 

Answer of Hindus, — As No. 3. 

6.— Do illegitimate sons take a share with the legitimate ? If 
BO, what share ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The 82 castes say they get no share. 
Answer of Hindus, —All the Hindus say that they get no share. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans.— Noy they get no share. » 

Answer of Uindus. — No, they get no share. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, they are not entitled even to 
maintenance. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, they get nothing. 

Answer of Hindus. — No, they get nothing. 

Saeai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — They got no share, but they are en- 
titled to maintenance. 

Answer of Hindus. — They get no share. 

6.— Do they, if there are no legitimate sons, share with the other 
relatives of their father ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, they get nothing. 
- Answer of Hindus. — They get nothing. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No, the collaterals succeed. 
Answer of Hindiis. — No, the collaterals succeed, 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of MuhammadaHs. — No, tlie collaterals inherit. 
Amwer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans,. 

MAILhIl. 

Answer of Muhanrmadans. — No, the collaterals succeed. 
Answer of Hindus.-^ As the Muhammadans. 

Sarat Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadam.'--l^o, the collaterals inherit. But th# 
illegitimate sons are entitled to maintonanco. 

Answer of Hindus.^r^No, the collaterals inherit. 
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Xii INHIBITANCE (hIIBS MALE). 

7.— Bo the sons of a handmaid (kanizak) get any share? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhamrnadcma. — ^They get an equal share with their 
brothers. 

Answer of Hindus, — They get nothing. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — ^Tes, if she is lawfully married ; other- 
wise they get nothing. 

Answer of Hindus. — No such case has occurred, but unless there* 
is a lawful marriage the sons get nothing. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — We have no handmaids. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes, if she is lawfully married accord- 
ing to Muhammadan Law, but not otherwise. 

Answer of Hindus. — Only the children of a lawful marriage inherit. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, but they are entitled to mainte- 
nance. ' 

Answer of flt?idiJ*.— No, but they are entitled to maintenance. 

8.— Does a step-son (pichlag) get any share ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhamm^adans. — No. 
Answer of Hindus. — No. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No. 
Answer of Hindus. — No, no Hindu has ever yet married a widow. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — 'No, he is not entitled even to mainte- 
nance. 

Answer of Hindus. ^Onr widows do not re-marry. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No. 
EgoampleB.—The family of Fatte Khin Joyah of B{la Wlgah. 

Answer of Hindus. — No. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — ^No. 
Answer of Hindus. — We do not allow the re-marriage of widows. 

9.— If a son die during the lifetime of his father and leave a son, 
does this son inherit with his uncles ? 

MuLTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— 'The 82 -castes who follow Muham- 
madan Law say that if the grandfather during his lifetime give the 
grandson any portion, he may keep it, otherwise he will get nothing ; 
all the other Muhammadans say the grandson takes an equal share 
with his uncles. 



Digitized by 



Google 



DfHIBITAKCS (HSIBS HIU). XUI 

Answer of HincUis.'^YeB, he takes an eqnal share. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammada/ns.-^YeB, the son of the deceased succeeds 
to his Other's share. 

Answer 0/ jffindtia.— Tes, he succeeds. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Jfttfeammodotw.— Yes. 
SwcmpUs.'-O), QalBhan Shih and Al£ Shih KurMhls of Bet Keoh. 

B0I& GhaUd. 

Yiran Eaoh&lah of MTitaiiw61f. 

8arib Bilooh of Kot Imim-ad-dfn. 

10). Ala Ditti Bilooh of Ghiifpiir. 

(6). Kidir Bakhflh Motha of Behli and seToral oihon giran in the Temaoolar copy. 

Emcept%on,—Lil KhAn Lang£h of ShnjAafcpnr sayi thafc in hie family the grandMO 

gets no share nnleaa his nnoles give him something. EmampU, — Hie anoeetor Kanre 

Khin thus gave his nephew (son of Walan Khin) 6 shares oat of 18 and kept 8 himself. 

Answer of Hindus. — ^As the Muhammadans. 

MaHiSI. 

Answer ofMuhcmmada/ns—{i). By the Khichls, Dhudis, Ardfns, 
Sayads, Kureshis, Pathtos, LangriAls, Salderahs, Doulat6nahs, 
Mitrus, Bhabhas, Lakhwerahs, Uterdhs, K6njuns, Wigas, WAgis, 
Asars, Biloches and other Muhammadans of Mailsi and east. " Yes." 

(ii). By the Joyas, Ardins, Sayads, Kureshis, Pathdns, TJterAhs, 
K4n]6ns, Wigas, W6gis, Asars, Biloches and other Muhammadans of 
Kahror and the west. " No, he gets no share unless ihe grandfather 
during his lifetime give him one by a written deed. Muhammadan 
Law is followed."* 

Answer 0/ IKnd w.— Yes, he succeeds to his father's share. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of Mvhammadans.^-^YeQ, he takes his father's share. 
Answer of Hindus. —Yes, he takes his father's share. 

10.— Amongst more distant collaterals, eg., those connected 
with the deceased in the fourth and fifth generation, do the heirs of 
the nearer generation exclude those of the more remote? Or do 
they both share alike ? 

MULTAN. 

Answers of Muhammadans and IKndii^.— Not answered. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhoflmmadwns. — The fourth will not exclude the fifth; 
in the illustration Mub&rik and Bahfidar will inherit equally. 

* This answer would not I think hold good now. There hare been anmerons 
instanoes among the western tribes of this tahsil to the contrary, e.a., in the oases 
of Hnhammad Yir P&li of Pahlwin Ar&fn, Roshan, Ari(n, in Basti Snltan, Alj^s, Ar^ 
in Jalla^ Mnhammad Amfn Kh&n Bilooh im Jammnn Jat, Atanlla, Pathin in I)nrpmr, 
Tir liohammad Mitrd in Mitm, and Fasal Sb&h, Sajad, in Mahbdb Shih. In Divisonal 
Court oase No. 131 of 1894^ too, it was dedded (6th Jnly 1884) that the parties, GiUni 
Sayads of Tahsil Ifailsi, were goremed in matters of inheritanoe by eastern a&d not by 
Mttbammftdaa Uw : «nd that i| fnU j^iQt^^r doee notj txdadt •n9thk full bcothft'f ton. 
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KMXTDA. BAXHtH. 

,,Fa«L Kamar. Ahiu*d. 

«man. Akil. Bakifi«n. 

I I J 

Bakbordar. N^ra. i«r». 

Abmady&r.v Manak, Mubirik. 

j * 0.8. V. 

Bahftdar. 
Answer of Hindus.— As the Muhammadans. 

E»ample. 
^ Fattih Chand Babla. 

^_i — 1 , 

BflaMal. Tikan Mai. Sham Dai, 

I 0. ». p. 

r \ ^^ 

ija Nand. Tola Rdm. S— 4 

Shim Dfa' property was shared equally by Tikan Mai and the 
childpen of Bila Mai. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— The nearer, the fourth, will exclude 
fifti and more remote. But there are no examples. 

Answer of Hindus.— A.^ the Muhammadans. 

Matlsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— No such case has hitherto oecurred ; 
Bhoold one occur the Muhammadan Law will be followed. 

Answer of Hindtis. — No such case has hitherto occurred; should 
one occur die Shdstra will be followed. 

Saeai Sidhd. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— No, both succeed equally. 

Answer of Hindus— A.s the Muhammadans. 



PART n.— DAUGHTERS AND SISTERS. 
II*— Do daughters take a share when there are sons? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans — (i). By the 151 csLstes recorded ia 
answer No. 1 and by Maula Ddd Khdn, Afghan of Alay6rpur Jar. 
K there are sons the daughters get no share.^ 

h £«ampl«f.— fiayads.f— Sayad Bahidur Shdh's daughter (of Mnlt&a) was oxoludad 
when her father's property was divided. 

JToZHU o/lfaiiMi5pur.— The daughter af AUahyir Kalrfi. 

Alayi/rpur Jar. — The daughter of Ghnlilm Mubammad Khan. 

Kwr9%hU of Jftti/dn.— The two daughters of Shekh Hasan Shdh. 

JT^oft^art.— (Aooo^ing to Earim Bakhah, Khokhar). The two daughters of Malik 
Umar AU, ^ 

* This was found ta be the case also among the Mughal Thattiyirs of Mult&n Ciij 
in DiyisioDal Court case No. 246 of 1885, upheld by Chief Court judgment of 16^ 
August 1887, im Appeal No. 1256 of 1886. 

t In Fwijab Record No. 89 of 1888 it was decided that among GiUni Sayads of 
MnlUn daaghters saoeeed in the presence of sons under Muhammadan Law, there beisg 
no dtftnilo^oiuiWnL on the point modifying MohMomadan Law* 
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INHXBITINCI (DAUaHTSBi AND SIST^BS). jjr 

Bhiiito^.— (Aocording to GhnUm Sarwar^ Bhnttah). The daughter of Uiia Amfr 
Bakhah of Khairpor. 

(ii). By the 82 castes and the 486 persons recorded in answer 
No. 1 as following Muhammadan Law. The daughter gets half the 
share of a brother."^ 

Answer of EindHs, ^By all the Hindus. The dabghters get no 
share. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — No they receive no share. Th« 
Afghans say that Grhnlam Kadir Khan gave bis sister one^third as 
a favour. 

Answer of Hindus.— 'No they receive no share. 

Lodhran. 

Answer of Muhammadans — (i) . The Muhammadans generally pay 
that the daughter gets no share. t 

Example. — The sister of Ndr Muhnmniad of Wih£ Da^d Khan brought a regular /lait 
again«>t him for her share. It was dismipsed. 

(ii). The Langdbs, Kachdlahs and the miscellaneous Muham- 
madan Jats say that she will usually get no share, but if her father 
give her one during his lifetime she will get it. 

Etamples.— (1). The mother of Fateh Muhammad Kach&lah was giren a thaire hj 
her father daring his life, and she still enjojs it. 

(2). In Karmuwali Karunan gave his daughter Masamm^t Fatmah ^paUi of land 
which she still holds. 

txception».— {l). Hasan Lamhardar of Nanraja Bhuttah aayt that in hia familj 
Muhammadan Law is followed, i. e., the sons take two shares and the daughter cue share. 
He gives as example? the cases of the daughters of Bahadur Bhuttah aod of Mali^ Al(. 

(2). Ghnldm AU, Mahtam of Jalalpur, says the some, and gives as an example the 
daughter of his uncle Muhammad Husain, but he sajs that in this case there WM no 
immovable property. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — No, daughters get no share beyond 
what their father may give them as a marriage portion. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — No they get no share. 

E»cepti<yn8,—(1), In Mansa Manglani Shah&mad died leaving a son and two daugh- 
ters. On his death the son socceeded, but when he died the sisters took his property. 
His uncle sued for it, and the court awarded one-fourth to the sister and three-fourths 
te the uncle. 

(2^ In Eazi Gh&lib Musammat Zohra Bibi, dangbter of Waif Shib, is in possession 
jointly with her brothers. 

(8). In Muhammadpnr TJiir Musammat Bakhtan is in possession joiotlj with her 
brothers. 

Rxception No. (1) is really an answer to the next question. 
Answer of Hindns — No they get no share. 

• In case No. 389 of 1892 it was decided by the Divisional Oonrt (13th May 1892) 
that the parties (Tarfn Fath^ns of tho Jamund olan^were governed by Mah/UBmadan 
Law, and that the onstom by which sons excluded daughters was not proved. 

t In Divisional Court case No. 267 of 1897, in which the parties were Kalyar Jats of 
the LodhdLn Tahsil, it was decided (22nd October 1897) that a married daughter in the 
absence of sons and in the presence of collaterals could not sncceed. The coUiklerals in 
the ease were in the fifth degree* 
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ZVi IKHIBITAKCI (dAUOBTIBB AHD BISTIBB). 

12.— Do daughters take a share^ when there are no sons ?* 

MULTAN. 

Anauoer ofMuh4ifnmadans.'^{i). Except the 82 castes who follow 
Mnhammadan Law^ and the castes recorded below^ whose custom is 
peculiar, the other Muhammadans say that if there are male collateral 
neirs within tluree generations the daughters are excluded. 

£dM«.— t (Bzoept tkoie of N&ndla). If there are any brother't eeDs they and tka 
daoghtera take half each, if there are no brother's eons the daughters take aU. No 
examples can be giren. 

Bdfw.— The following Bins, 1. Khw£jah, 2. Sardir, 8. Masso, 4. Im&m Bakhsfa, 
S. Wariam, 6. Niisi, 7. Nisim, 8. Aifm, 9. Muhammad Bakhsh, 10. D£d, 11. Mithd, 12. As£m 

11, 18. Jhinda, 14. Ditta, 16. Mahmdd, 16. Hiji, say that if the daughter has not mazried 
into another oaste she takes a!l the property .{ BwampU. — Sher Khin of JLiu Lab-daiya 
left three daughters and no sons i two of the daughters married into other oastes and were 
ezoloded, the other married in her own oaste and snooeeded to all the property. 

Wain$, — 1. Massn, 2. Maliik, 8, Inayat, son of Mnsalim, 4. Wariim, 6. Bamz&o, 
G. Ohnlim Hnhammad, 7. Wahab, 8. Ghisi, 9. Asfm, 10. Alia Bakbsb, 11. SobhAo, 

12. Alia Ditta, 18. Sai, 14. Iniyat II, 16. Moaallim giro the same answer as the aboTO 
Bins. EmampU, — Silih, Wains, left 2 daughters who married in their own oastes ; he 
left also father's brother's sons ; his daughters took all his property. 

1. Nawib, 2. GhuUm Muhammad, son of Ghullm Hasan, 8. Khnda Bakhsh, 
4. Allah Bakhsh, 6. Ghullm Muhammad, 6. Ahmad, 7. K&dir Bakbsb, son of Ahmad, 
8. Allayir, 9. Imim Bakhsh, 10. Budha^ 11. Abdul Karfm, 12. Im&m Bakhsh, son of 
Alf, 18. Kisim, 14. Jahin, 16. Jindwadda^ 16. Bakhshan, 17. Yira^ 18. Bakhsh, son of 
Muhammad, 19. Ndr, 20. Murid, say that brotbers, their sods and grandsons exclode 
daughters ; but in the absence of these, daughters snooeed. They can gire no preeedemts. 

Khaggdht, - Tbe daughters sucoeed to the exolnsion of collateralB. fsompZs.— The 
daughter of Barihim, Khaggah of Bakrf, who had married in her own tribe, snooeeded 
to ^e whole of her father's property. 

Sxoept the Ellrds, Bins, Wains and Kbaggahs reoorded above all the other oastes 
(151) say that as long as there are male collaterals witbin three degrees daughters are 
ezolnded. 

The foUowing Bins say that a daughter gets no share at all.§ 1. Bahldur, 2. 
Bams&n, 8. Ditta, 4. SIhibyir, 6. JahIn, 6. Bird&r, 7. Muhammad Bakhsh, 8. JIni, 9. 
Bamsin II, 10. Imim Bakhsh, 11. N6r4, 12. Ditta, 18. Massu, 14. Rimmiin, 16. Allaylr, 
16. Muhammad Bakhsh. Jffeomplt.—The three daughters of Bakhshan Bin of Bin Lab 
Darya were excluded by his brother Binja. 

* Begarding the succession of daughters among Hindds, Battigan's Digest says 
(Seotion 28) : *' On a reference made by Mr. Justice Brandreth, wben Commissioner of 
Multin, it was ascertained that by general custom amongst KhatHs and Aroris in the 
Mnltin Division a- nephew excluded a daughter to smccessiou to a shop and business 
(Cirenlar No. 190 of 16th October 1876). In No. 85, Pwnjah Bscwd, 1884^ it was held 
that no custom applicable to Aroris of Mnliin origin, but residing in Amritsar, was 
established whereby a daughter's sou was entitled to succeed to tbe iromoTable proper^ 
of his maternal grandfather in preference to a nephew." 

t In Fwnjah Rtcord, No. 12 of 1889, it was decided that no custom was proved by which 
daughters among KilrA Jats of the Multin District succeeded to their father's immov- 
able property to the exclusion of brother's sons. It was furtber found, as between the 
same parties, in Punjab B$eordt No. 116 of 1892, that no uniform custom was established by 
whioh daughters were excluded by brother's sons from taking the share of their father's 
estate falling to them under Mnhammadan Law. As regards the remarkable entry in 
the Biwdj'i'om^ Bivaz, J., wrote, ** We do not lay much stress upon the entry as lading down 
the trae custom applios^le to the parties, but rather as indicating, as tbe Courts have 
found that there is no invariable customary role." 

(In Divisional Court case No. 261 of 1884 it was decided (20th May 1886) that 
no custom existed among Bins wbereby the marriage into a different tribe by female 
relations debarred them from inheritance. 

§ Bee however Divisional Court case No. 261 of 1884 in which it was decided (20th 
May 1886) that among Bins no general cuntom was proved whereby the male 
relatives td a common ancestor, however far removed, excluded daughters altogether t 
and that the rule of inheritance roust therefore be according to law, whereby the 
plaintiffs (daughters) were entitled to succeed before defendants, who were removed in 
the seventh degree from the oommon anoestor. 
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(ii). The 82 castes and 486 persons recorded in answer No. 1 as 
following Muhammadan Law say that, if there is only one daughter 
she takes half and the collaterals take half ; if there is more than one 
daughter^ the daughters take two-thirds and the collaterals take one- 
third. In default of daughters, daughter's children inherit, if there 
are no son's sons. 

Example of exolusion within three degrees as stated in part of this answer. The 
daoghter of B&kir 8hih Gardezi, of Mnltdn, was excladed by bis brother Raz& Sh&h.* 

Answer of Hindus — (i) . By the Hindus who live in villages. The 
daughter is excluded by collaterals. 

Example. —The three daughters of Motao Mai of Kasbah were exclnded bj their 
nnole Tnlsi Him, 

(ii). By the Hindus of the City of Multan.t 

If there are brothers or brothers' sons or brothers' grandsons— the 
daughters share equally with them, i. e., each daughter's share is equal 
to each brother's share. In default of the above heirs male the daugh- 
ters succeed to the whole property. 

(iii) . By Kishan Chand and the 31 exceptions of answer No. 3. 

If the property is ancestral, brothers or their sons or grandsons 
exclude daughters, so they do in the case of land or other immovable 
property. 

But if the property is acquired or movable the father may give it to 
his daughters. Instances of this are given in vernacular. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Mvkammadans — (i). By the Nnn Jats. There are four 
sub-divisions of Nuns, 1. Sdwan, 2. Chotu, 3. Bagrani, 4. Kalsi. If 
the daughter has married within her own sub-division, she succeeds in 
preference to the collaterals ; also, if, with consent of her parents , 
she has married into another sub-division. 

(ii). By the LangAhs. She succeeds only if the father during 
his lifetime gives her the property. 

(iii). By the Drigs. Yes, the daughter succeeds in default of 
sons. 

Example, — In Shekbpnr, Hdmad's dangbter sncceeded to all his property, 
(iv). By the Pathans. We follow Muhammadan Law. 
(v). By the Khakis. The collaterals succeed. But Allah Bakhsh 
of Panjani and Imam Bakhsh of Paunte say the daughters succeed. 

• In Punjab Record^ No. 4 of 1888, it was held (Plowden, J.) that as regards the 
snooession of females the Shara is more honoured in the breach than in the 
observance among the Gardezi Saynds, but that no positive custom is established. 
In that ca^e therefore (a suit against a brother's widow) Muhnmmadan Law had 
to be followed ; bnt in a later oaso before the District Judge of Mnltin (Mussammat 
Wasir Bibi y. Sabib Ali Shah, Ac, No. 66 of 1895) a daughter of a Gardezi Sayad was 
not allowed to succeed in the presence of brothers of the deceased. 

In Punjab Record^ No. 18 of 1889, among Gkvrdezi Sayads of tahsil Kabfrw&la a 
daughter's daughter wa^ held to be excluded by an uncle's son, and the case was 
distinguished from Punjdb Record, No. 4 of 1888, owing to the fact that in the case of 
1889 there was a tvajib-ul-arz of the first bettloment containing a record of custom, 
(See also under answer XIX). 

t In case No. 1422 of 1887 quoted at the end of Punjab Record, No. 148 of 1890, it was 
held not proved that among Aroras of Multan City a daughter was excluded by a 
father and a brother. 

In Punjab Record, No. 144 of 1882, it was decided that there was sufficient eyidenoe 
to show that among the Oakhna Aroras of Multan a daughter and a danghter's son are 
excladed in the presence of collaterals (in this case there was a son of the deceased aliye, 
b ut he was disi^ualified from inheriting, being imbecile). 
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Allah Bakhsh quotes the instance ol the daughters of Muhammad 
Hasan of Jaldlpur Khaki. To this Allah Bakhsh of JaUlpur Kh^ki 
replies that Muhammad Hasan left no collaterals, 

(vi). By the Sayads. No such case has occurred. 

(vii) . By the other Muhammadans. The collaterals succeed* 

Answer of Hindus, ^{\). By the Bhdtias and Aroras. G-enerally 
the collaterals succeed unless the father has given the daughter his 
property. But the custom varies in different families. Thus the 
daughters of Lorinda Mai of Dhdndun and Parsa Mai succeeded. 

(ii). By the Khatris and Brahmans. The collaterals succeed. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer ofMuhammadaiis. — (i) . By the Path^ns, Biluchis, Paontas, 
Chajrahs, Dh^ndus, Kasiiis, Wandars, (rhagras, Dhudis, Ganglas^ 
Lails, Pahors, Chohfes. Tlie daughter and their children inherit to 
the exclusion of collaterals. 

Sxamfle, — The daughter of JaGr BUucb uf Bet Kesar saoceedod to the whole of her 
father's property. 

(ii) . By the Kureshis, Langahs, Ghallus, Kachftlahs, UterHhs, 
Kaliars^ Mothas, Bhuttahs, Channars, and by the other Muhammad- 
ans not mentioned in (i) and (iii) Muhammadan Law is followed, and 
they both take their share. 

EsMinipU,^ MnsasLTnmAt Mbriam, daughter of Mahammod Kachalah, took 5 shares 
and Hahfnwal, his heir male, took 7 shares of his property. 

(iii). By the Sayads, Drigs, Ruks, L^tb, Joyas, Mohfeas, Jafirs, 
Jhulahs, Mir^lis, Kot^nahs, Rah tils Dadpotras, Gujs, Tilaunj&hs, 
Mochis, Hajams. The collaterals inherit to the exclusion of the 
daughters and their children. 

The Sayads add "unless the father has made them his heirs 
during his lifetime." 

EwampU. — The four daughters of Muhammad Ghaus of JnUlpur were excluded 
by his nephew Sultan Ahmad. Etcf.p'ion —Akhav Shah of Jaldlpur, Mukhtiir of the 
daughters of Dfwan Sh^h All Muhammad gives a ]>otition on their behalf asserting that 
by the ancient onstom of the Sayads the dauf^hters succeed. Their own case is an 
example of this, and they can attest it by several paper.-?. 

Answer of Hindus, — The daughters got no share. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By the Khichis, Dhudis, Ariins, 
Sayads (of Mailsij, Kureshis (of Do.), Pathans (of Do.), Langridls, 
Salderahs, Daulatdndhs, Mitrus, Bhdbahs, Lakhwerahs. As long as 
there are collaterals within three or four degrees daughters and their 
children are excluded. 

(ii). By the Joyahs. They are excluded if there are collaterals 
within five or seven degrees. But daugliters sometimes succeed and 
there is no settled custom ; cases are settled as they arise. 

EMmple.-^VaQ family of Farfd Khan, where the daughters took sharea with the 
nephews. 

(iii). By the Sayads, Kureshis, Pathans, Uter^hs, K&njons, 
Wigahs, Wagis, Asars of Kahror and the west. We follow Muham- 
madan Law. 

(iv). By the Bilochis. We have no custom; the practice is 
rariouB. 

Ansfwer of Hindns.^No they will get no share. 
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Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — If the daughter has married a col- 
lateral [yakjaddi) of her father she will succeed to the exclusion of 
the collatef^ls^ and after her, her children will succeed. But if she 
has not thus married she will not succeed.* 

Eaceptions. — 1. In Kalu Pitra MQSSaminat Salah sacceeded to her father's property. 
2, So did MoBBammat Fatah Bibi in Kacblamba. 

13.- In the absence of sons, do sisters inherit? If so, what is 
their share with reference to daughters.t 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). Except the 82 castes who follow 
the Law, the other Muhammadans say that as long as there are male 
collaterals within three degrees sisters and daughters are excluded.t 
The three degrees are thus reckoned: 1, deceased. 2, brothers, 3, 
brothers' sons. The practice of some castes is different ; it will be 
described hereafter. 

Examples,^ Say ads.^S&y&d Mubirik Shah Gardczf of Adamw&han's sister ivas ex- 
daded hj male collaterals. 

Kureshis^Shekh Kahmat Allah Shdh's sisfcor was excluded by his father's brother's 
son. 

Bhuttahs, — The sister of Pir Bakhsh of Khairpur was excluded by his brothers, 
(ii). Kdlrus of Nawabpur say that in the absence of male issue 
daughters exclude sisters; the K^lrus of Ntindla say that their custom 
is the same as that of the Bhuttahs and Sayads. 

Example, — The sister of Khan Muhammad of Nawabpur was excluded by his 
daughter. 

(iii). The 16 R^ns (Khwdjah, &c.), mentioned in answer No. 12, 
say that daughters exclude sisters, but if there are no daughters, sis- 
ters take an equal share with brother's sons. No examples are given. 

(iv). The 15 Wains (Massu and others in No. 12) say that daugh- 
ters exclude sisters. No examples are given. 

(v). But the 21 Wains (Nawab and others) say that in the absence 
of heirs male, sisters and daughters take their shares according to 
Muhammadan Law. No examples are given. 

(vi). The 82 castes that follow Muhammadan Law say that in the 
absence of male issue if there are collateral heirs, the daughters take 
half, the sisters one-sixth and the remainder goes to the collaterals ; 
if there are no collaterals, the daughters take three-fourths and the 
sister one-fourth. 

* In District Court case No. 25 of 1804, it was decided (19th January 1895) tkat 
the parties (Traggars of the KabCrwcila Tahsil) were not goyerned by Muhammadan Law 
and that no spscial custom had been proved by which daughters excluded ooasins. Held 
further that the parties were governed by the general custom of the Punjab whereby 
near collaterals, in some pla<;es even remote collaterals, exclude daughters and daughters' 
sons. 

t In Divisional Court case No. 178 of 1894 it was decided (5th October 1894) that 
there is no general custom among Muhammadan Jats of the If oltan District that sisters 
do not succeed in the presence of collaterals. Plaintiffs in that case were collaterals in 
the fifth and sixth degree and wero DAsi Jats of the Lodlirao Tahsil. 

t In Divisional Court case No. 142 of 1896 it was decided (3rd October 1896) that 
the parties (Mabes of Tahsil Multan) had failed to prove any special custom by which 
sisters are entitled to succeed to ancestral agricultural property to the exclusion of 
near agnates (sons of father's own brother), lield that the parties wero governed bj the 
general ooitom of the Frovioce, by which near male collaterals excluded sisters. 
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j^ INfiBB.ITANOB (DinaHTBBS AND BIBTBBS). 

Answer of Hindus.— (i). By the Hindus living in villages. In the 
absence of heirs male within three degrees the daughters take two- 
thirds, the sister one-third. 

(ii). By the Hindus of the city of Multan.* If there* is only a 
sister she inherits like brothers and brothers' sons, under the rules 
stated in answer 12, if the property is ancestral ; if the property is 
acquired she takes an equal share with the brothers. If there is only 
a sister and daughter, the sister takes a share of the ancestral, but 
the daughter takes all the acquired property. 

(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions of answer 3* 
Sisters only inherit in the absence of the collateral heirs male men- 
tioned in answer 12, and of daughters and daughter's sons. 
Example. — The sister of Lala Tej Bhdn was excluded by collaterals. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans,—(i). By the PathSns. We follow Mu- 
hammadan Law. 

(iii). By the other Muhammadans. A sister takes no share. 
Answer of Hindus, — A sister takes no share. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. - Muhammadan Law will be followed 
and both daughters and sisters will take their shares. But nearly all 
the tribes admit that no such case has ever yet occurred. Those, too, 
who exclude a daughter by collaterals also exclude sisters.t 

Answer of Hindus. — They are both excluded by collaterals. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— (i). By theKhichis, Dhudis, Aralns, 
(of Mailsi), Sayads (of Do.), Kureshls (of Do.), Pathdns (of Do.), 
Langri^ls, Salderahs, Daulatanahs, Mitrus, Bh/ibahs, Lakhwerahs. 
Unless the daughter is excluded by answer 12, she and the sister 
take equal shares. 

(ii.) By the other Muhammadans. We follow the Muhammadan 
Law^ but in most castes there is no fixed custom. 

Answer of Hindus. — As long as there are male collaterals they 
inherit. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The sister gets no share. 

Exceptions.— I. The property of MuBsammdt Fatah Bibi in Torili and Ghak Tord was 
iohericedby hor daughter's daughter and daughter's son. 

3. In K&nwen Mussammdt Kdj Bfbi, sister of Salt&n Bakhsh, saoceeded to her 
brother's property. 

3. In Rimpur Mossamm^t Bakhtan, wife of Hasta and daughter of Mar&d4n» sac- 
eetdsd to her father's property. 

4, So did MoBsammdt Bakhtdwar, wife of Behini and danghtsr of Hashim. 

Answer of Hindus.— The sister gets no share. 

14.— If daughters are excluded by male collaterals^ must the 
latter be within a particular degree of relationship ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By the generality of Muham- 
madans except the 82 castes. Three degrees are the limit. 

• In Punjab Record, No. 180 of 1889, it was decided that among Brahmans of Mnlian 
a listor's gprandson is entitled to sucoeed to the estate left by his grandmother's liroflUbor* 
t See also Diyiaional Goort ease No. 178 of 1894^ referred to aboire. 
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IVEBBITANOB (dAUOHTBBB A)ID 0I8T»GU|). ZXt 

(ii). By Massu aaid the 15 persons in No. 12. 

There is no limit, for the daughter inherits. 

(iii). By Nawab and the 21 persons in No. 12. The limit is 
brother^s sons. 

Egamphi amongst the ArMns. — In the absence of male collaterals within three 
degrees of Muhammad Arafn of Bahdwalpor, his daaghter succeeded. 

(iv). By the Kdlrus except those of Nfodla. 

One degree is the limit ; daughters and daughters' sons succeed 
equally with brothers* sons. 

(v). By the Rfins (Khw6jah and the 16 of No. 12) of BAn Lab 
Darya. There is no limit, because daughters and their sons succeed. 

Example given in No. 12. 

(vi). By the 82 castes. As in No. 13. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindus of villages. The limit is 
three degrees. 

rii). By the Hindds of Multan. As in No. 12. 

(iii).— By Eshn Chand and the 31 exceptions ; daughters succeed 
after brothers and their male descendants. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of MuTiammadans. — (i). By the PathAns and Sayads. We 
follow Muhammadan Law. 

(ii). By the other Muhammadans. Yes, the collaterals must not 
be more than three degrees removed. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Bhdtiahs and Aroras. The col- 
laterals must be within three or four degrees. 

(ii) . By the Brahmans and Khatrfs. No answer. 

LODHEAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The general reply is that the col- 
laterals must be descendants of the deceased's paternal grandfather,* 
but it is generally admitted that no such case has ever occurred. 

Answer of Eindus.^-ThQ collaterals will always succeed. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans.-^ (i). By the Sayads, Kureshls, Pathilns, 
Uter6hs, Kanjuns, Wigahs, Asars and Biluchls. We follow Muham- 
madan Law. 

(ii). By the Salderahs and Daulatanahs. They succeed if there 
are no collaterals within three or four degrees. 

(iii). By the other Muhammadans. There is no fixed custom ; 
each case is decided as it arises, according to justice. 

Answer of JBindti^.— (i). By the Aroras of Mailsi, &c. There is no 
fixed custom. 

(ii). By the Aroras of Kahror. The collaterals must be within 
five or six degrees. 

(iii) • Brahmans and Ehatris. They must be within three or ioxxx 
degrees. 

Sasai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammudans. — As the Hindus. 
Exception, — 1. In Mfrdad Mossammiit Kur Bibf succeeded on the death of Hijf and 
Mnhammad Kh&o. 

* This oonclnsiou was accepted in Divisional Court case ^o. 284 of 1898 decided 
on 27ih January 1899. C/. howeyer, DiyisioDal Court case No. 267 of 1897 quotfd und«r 
Miswor (XI) aboTO* 
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Zzii IKHEBITAHOB (DAUaHTEBS AND filSTEBS). 

2. In Ahmadabad Nau Massammdt Fatah, daughter of Muhammad Tar, succeeded 
to her father's property. 

Answer of Hindus. — ^No, the daughter will never succeed, she 
will only get what may have been given her as dower. 

15.— Have nnmarried daughters any share? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By Muhammadans, except the 
82 castes. They have a right to maintenance and provision for their 
marriage. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. They have the same rights as married 
daughters. 

Answer of Hindus. '^[i). By the Hindus of villages. They have a 
right to maintenance and provision for their marriage. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multan. They have when there are sons 
a right to maintenance and provision for their marriage ; otherwise 
the answer is like No. 12. 

(iii). ByKishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. They have a 
right to maintenance and provision for their marriage. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — The Pathdns follow Muhammadan 
Law. The others say that such a daughter is only entitled to a mar- 
riage portion ; if she lives unmarried with her brothers all her life, 
she is entitled to a share with them, or in default of them to succeed 
on a life interest without power of sale or mortgage."*^ 

Answer of Hindus. — If there are sons, she is only entitled to 
maintenance and a marriage portion ; if there are no sons, she succeeds 
on a life interest or until her marriage. 

LODHKAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, they are only entitled to mainte- 
nance and to the expense of their marriage. 

1. The daughters of G&man EachaUh of Karmuwdli. 

2. The daughter of Ghizi Muhammad Bhuttah of Bhuteji. 

3. Do. J&m Museh Drig. 

4. Do. Snltiln Bak of Shfnf . 

5. Do. PaUia Tawaujah of Eh&n Bilah. 

^«eepiton«.— Ghalld alias Konja says' these daughters ozclade collaterals, and 
iiutanoes those of Khair Mohammad of Betow&bf. The Mohanabs, Uamshirahs and 
Khojahs say the same, and give as iostances Massammat Wasai Khojah of Jalalpnr, and 
the danghtera of Bamzin Hamahfra of the same place. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans.-^As No. XII. 

Answer of Hindus.-^Thej are only entitled to maintenance and a 
suitable provision for their marriage. 

Saeai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans.^-^Ii there are no brothers she succeeds 
on a life tenure; if there are brothers she only gets maintenance. 
Answer of Hind/us. — Our daughters do not remain unmarried. 

* This restriction on alienation was upheld in Divisional Court oase No. 182 of 1894, 
in which it was decided (3rd August 1891) that a gift made by an unmarried daughter 
to her married sister's sons has no effect dn the rights of the reversioners (coUateraUi 
in iho foortli and fifth degree). The parties were Kh&kis of tahsil Shujabad. 
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IKHBBITANCl (dAUOHTBBS AND SISTEBS). Xziii 

16.— If a daughter and her husband live in her fiEither's house, 
does she take a sh^e with her brothers ? and if there are no brothersi 
does she exclude collaterals ? If she does not exclude them does she 
get any share ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By Muhammadans except 82 
castes. She ia only entitled to maintenance when there are brothers. 
When there are not, the custom varies. 

Example of exclu<ion.— The resident son-in-law of Sayad Ahmad Sh&h of Koilft 
Sad&t was ezcladed by his son. 

KhokhQrs.'-'U^:^^ Hdji was the resident son-in-law of Khud& Yir Khokharof Balle- 
w&han, bat he got nothin;]^. 

-4r<{<ni.— The daughter of PiW, Arain, of Zainpnr, who always lived with him, got 
no share. 

Pathdn$ of Allaydrpur Jar, — The donghter of GhaUm Mohammad who had always 
lived with her father was excluded. 

JCilriis of Ndndla, ^The daughter of Hassan of Nindl^. 

Kdlr^ of Natodhpur, — In the absence of sons such a daughter inherits, e. 9., the 
daughter of Alayis succeeded lo the exclusion of her father's brother and nephew, 
(ii). By the 82 castes. As in No. 13. 

Afiswer of Hindm. — (i). By the Hindfis of villages. Such a 
daughter gets nothing. 

Example.— Hhe daughter of Gela R£m Sachdeo of Bahadarpur in Lodhr£n. 
(ii). By the Hindds of Multan. As in No. 12. 
(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. As in No. 14. 

Shujabab. 

Answer of Muhammadans.-^ (i) . By the Muhammadans generally. 
If she has brothers she may succeed to any portion of the property 
her father has given her; if there are no brothers, she may succeed to 
the whole, if he has given it to her. Except on this condition she 
cannot succeed. 

(ii) . By the Path^ns. We follow the law. 

(iii). By all the Muhammadans. If she does not succeed, she 
ought to get something. 

Answer oj Hindus. — ^As the Muhammadans generally. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — If there are brothers, she gets 
nothing ; otherwise as in answer 14. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans.-— The dsLUghtev gets nothing more for 
living in her father^s house. The answer as to her general power of 
inheritance has been given above. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammada/ns, — If there are brothers she is entitled 
to maintenance only. If there are no brothers, she succeeds if she 
has married a descendant of her f ather^s grandfather ; otherwise the 
collaterals succeed. 

Bxeeptions.-^h The Eureshfs say that if a father gives a written deed to such a 
daoghter she succeeds ; otherwise she gets no share. 

2. In Akbar Sahu Mosammit Jindwaddi and Ghnlim F&tima snooeeded to the 
propertj of ^nltin and Axhxu 
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Amwer of ^tndua.-— We have no such custom^ but the daughter 
gets what the father may give her. 

Mtception, — In Darkhaa& Mosamm&t Satto, wife of Gordi&I, resided with her fatiiv 
and snoceeded to his property. 

17.— If of two daughters entitled to a share, one lives with her 
father and the other lives in another village, is there any diJBference 
in their s^res ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of MuhammcLdans.-^^ii), By the other Muhammadans 
except the 82 castes. They will only get maintenance. 

(ii) . By the Kdlrfis except those of Nandla. They will get eqnsl 
shares. 

Etample. — The daughter of Khiida Bakhsh of Nawabpur. 

(iii). By the Ar^ins. They get equal shares. 
SxampU. — The daughter of GhuUm Mahammad of Bah&walpnr Sakhd. 

(ir). By the 82 castes. They get equal shares. But the father 
can make one a present during his lifetime. 

Answer of Eindus.-^Bj all Hindfis. They will receive equal 
shares. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By the Pathdns. We follow the 
Muhammadan Law. 

II. By the other Muhammadans. Unless the father has given 
her an extra share, both will succeed equally. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the generality of Muhammadans. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — ^They will succeed to equal shares 
unless their father during his lifetime has given one of them a larger 
share. ^ 

Answer of fltTuZzi^,— As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans, ^She will get whatever her father may 
give her during his lifetime, but she acquires no additional right of 
inheritance. 

Answer of Hindus,-^ As the Muhammadans. 

Saeai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. "-TlYiQ daughter who resides with her 
father is entitled to maintenance, the other gets nothing. 

Answer of Hindus. — As No. XVI. 

18.— When a daughter has property of her own^ does it descend 
to her husband's, or to her father's family ? 

MCJLTAN. 

An,swer of Muhammadans. — (i) . By the Muhammadans except the 
82 castes. It will go to the husband. 

"Examples. — Bins. — The property in EUn Lab Darya pfivcn by Shor to hi« danghters. 
JTcUriia.— Ahoase given by Sultan Mahanamad of NawAbpur to hia duiightors. 
9ayttd«.— The property given by Shekh ttajd to his daughter, who married Sayad 
QhuUm Mustaf d Sh&h. 

Metlas, — Two cows given by Hnsain Metlaof Chdhepur to his daughter. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. The shares will be husband's half; mother 
one-sixth ; father the remainder. 

Answer of Hindus. -^Bj all Hindus. The husband will inheriti. 
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Shujibad. 
Answer of Muhammadans.-^It will go to the husband and his 
heir. 

J?«(impl«.— The daughter of Falla Eh£n LangAh. 
Answer of Hi/ndus.'^Aa the Muhammadans. 

LODHEAK. 

Answer of Muhammadans-^ 
NoTB BT S. O. — At the Lodhr&n meeting the answer was that gnoh property wonld 
go to the hoaband and hia beira. Bat at JaUlpnr they appear to hare aaid that the 
father's family would be entitled to it unleas they withdrew their claim of their own 
aooord. I do not believe in the Jalilpur reatrictiona. 

Answer of Hindus.^»As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadcms.^'It yriU. go to her husband's and not 
to her father's family. 

Answer of Eindus.'^The same as the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhtt. 
Answer of Muhammada/ns.-^To her husband and his heirs. 
Answer of H%ndus.-^A& the Muhammadans. 



PART m.— TVIDOWS. 

19.— Does a widow succeed to her husband's property when there 
we no sons? or is she only entitled to maintenance? Does she get 
anything if there are sons ?* 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Mvhammad<ms,'^\}) . By other than the 82 castes. 
She only gets maintenance. 

Sxamples.^OardeMt fiayadt.— The widow of Bikir Shih of Multin.f 
Bhuttah8,—The widow of P£r Bakhsh of Khairpur. 
Ardins.-^The widow of As(m. 

(ii). Wains of Jhok Wains. — Massfi and the 15 men of No. 12 
say that as long as the widow continues to remain in her late hus- 
band's house and remains chaste she succeeds to the whole estate. 

Examples, — Widows of Mor&d, Bakhshan, Nur, Azfm, Amir, GhoUm Muhammad, 
Kitim. 

(iii) . Bans of Ban Lah Darya. — ^Khwijah and the 16 Rdns of No. 
12 say that as long as the widow remains in her husband's house and 
does not marry again, she retains his property. 

S»ampU8, — The widowg of Snlt&n and Warjim. 

(iv). The Kdhrus of Nawdlpv/r.^^The widow succeeds to her 
husband's estate. 

Ewample, — The widow of Kh&nao. 

* In Dividooal oort case No. 209 of 1895 it was stated (9th December 1896) that 
the general castom is that Mnhammadan widows are oxHy entitled to maintenance : but 
Mr. Roe*s " Gnsbomary Law/' wliich is quoted as authority for this, does not seem to 
bear out the statement. 

t The cases regarding Gardezi Sayads quoted under answer XII are applioable to 
this point also. lo Pur\jdb Record^ No. 4 of 1888, a brother sued the widow in respeot of 
certain lands owned by Gardezi Sayads in the MuU&n and Lodhr&n Tahsils and obtaioed 
a decision that Mnhammadan Law must be followed as no other custom had been estab- 
lished ; bat in Pwnddh Record^ No. 18 of 1889, in dealing with Glardezi Sayads of the Kabir- 
w41a Tahsil, it was decided that a widow succeeded to a life interest in her husband's 
property. The case was *' distinguished " from Punjab Btcord, No. 4 of 1888^ 1^ the 
prtitno* in th« oaM of 1889 of as bntcy in the Wdjib-ul-ara of the fixit e«ttltmt&t. 



Digitized by 



Google 



XXVi INHERITANCE (wiDOWS). 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindus of villages. Sli5 only 
gets maintenance. 

Example. — The widow of Aad Mai of Kasbah. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multfe City. The widow will succeed 
for her Jife only to the whole of her husband^s property. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans.—Ii there are no sons she inherits on 
a life tenure provided she remains chaste. If there are sons she is 
only entitled to maintenance. 

The Pathans say that if the widow marries again she takes the 
one-eighth allowed her by Muharamadan Law. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans generally. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans — [A), At the Lodhrdn meeting — (i) 
The Sayads, GhuUus, Uter^hs, Kachdlahs, Channars and the mis- 
cellaneous tribes say that the widow inherits on a life tenure provided 
she remains chaste, and does not marry again. If there are sons 
she is only entitled to maintenance. 

Examples. — The widow of -Mabarik Shdh of Adamwahan holds her husband's 
property. • 

Nur Muhammad Pathan of Wahi Daud Khan agrees with the Sayads, if there are 
no sons, but he says that if there are sons, she gets one-eighth. 

(ii) . But the other Pathans and the Langdhs, Kachalahs, Biluchis, 
Moth^s, Bhuttahs, Drigs, and Ruks say that in any case she is only 
entitled to maintenance. 

Examplet. —Tho widows of Ghafur Khdn of Pathan, of Wahi Daud Khan, of Maliks 
KarmuQ and Kadir Bakhsh Kachdlabs of Karmunwali and of Jam Musoh and Hamid 
Euks of Shini. 

Maalvi Ahmad of Sikandarwdla also gives this answer, and instances the widow of 
Hasan Bakhsh of Sikandarwdla. 

(£). — At the Jaldlpur meeting. — All the zami'nddrs, both Hindus 
and Muham.oiadans, answered that whether there were sons or not the 
widows were only entitled to maintenance. If any, by the permission 
of the other heirs or from any other cause, were in possession of their 
husband's property, this was to bo considered the exception, and tliey 
had no power to alienate except for paying just debts or the Govern- 
ment revenue when the collaterals refused to find the money for this 
purpose. 

Aiiswer of Hindus,— As the Sayads. 

Exceptiona.'-^ThQ widow of Tikan in Kajapur only gets maintenance. 

Mailsi, 

Answer of Muhammadans, — If there are no sons she succeeds on 
a life interest, with no power to sell, mortgage, or give away the 
property. If there are sons, she is merely entitled to maintenance. 

Answer of Hindus. — The same as the Muhammadans. 

Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — If there are no sons, she succeeds to 
her husband's property. 

If there are sons, she is only entitled to maintenance. 
Examples. — In Tom Mussammat Budbdi succeeded to the property of her LiL^baai 
Bihini, o. 8. p. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 
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20.— If the property is joint, can the widow claim partition? 

MCLTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i) . By other than the 82 castes. As 
the widow does not succeed to a sbare she cannot claim partition, 
(ii). By the K-drus and Bans. She can claim partition, 

EMample. — Musammat Izzaf, the widow of Sii^r Run. 

(iii) . By the 82 castes. If a man leaves no sons his widow gets 
one-fourtH. If he leaves sons she gets one-eighth. In all cases she 
can claim partition of her share. 

Aiiswer of Ilindus, — (i) . By the Hindus of the villages. As the 
widow has no share she cannot claim partition. 

(ii) . By the Hindus of Multan City. If the widow remains 
chaste she can claim partition. 

(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. If the other heirs 
do not allow the widow a suitable maintenance she can claim partition. 

Example. — The widows of Dhani Mai aLd Gela Ram, 

Shujabad. 
Answer of lluhavunadans. — Yes, if she remains chaste, but she 
must not alienate by gift or will. 

Answer of Ilindus, — As the ]\Iuhammadans. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — If she gets a share she can demand 
partition. 

Answer of Ilindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No, she cannot demand partition. 

Erception. — Muhammad Mnrdd and Budan Khdn, Lambardars of Kotia Narinjan, 
Bay she can demand it if the other sharo-holdora fail to give her her full share.* 
Ansiver of Uindxis. — (i). By the Aroras. 

(1). Lorinda of Khtopur says she can demand it if the other 
heirs oppress her. 

Example,— The widow of Kashi Rdra of Khdnpur. 

(2). Dola Wal of Ludan denies this. 

(3). Lila E4m says she can demand it if she cannot get on with 
the other heirs. 

(ii). Brahmans. Agree with Aroras. 

(iii). By the Khatris. She cannot demand partition. But Lil& 
Ram of Kahror says she can, and instances Musammat Bdwan, the 
wife of Suchet Rai, his uncle's son. 

Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadanfi, — Not without the consent of her hus- 
band's collaterals. 

Exception. — In Torn Musammat Bndai separated off her husband's share. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

21.--IS there any distinction between the widow's rights over 
the ancestral and the acquired property of her deceased husband ? 

MULTAX. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — By all the Muhammadans. No. 

*It is said that two rears njjo Musammat Bahmat, widow of J6n Muhammad ArAfn, 
of Fadda, obtained partition on this ground. (Divisional Court case No. 16, dated 27th 
January 1898.) 
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Answer of Hindus.-^ (i). By the Hindfia of villages. The 
widow has no power over either kind of property. 

(ii) . By the Hindus of Multdn City. There is no distinction. 

SnUJABiD. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — No, there is no difference. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — There is no difference. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans.-^No, there is no difference. 
Answer of Hindus. — No, there is no difference. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhamm^adans. — The rights are the stime in both. 
Answer of Hindus. — ^The rights of both are the same« 

22.-Can a widow alienate the property of her deceased 
husband? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
The widow has no power to alienate. 

(ii). By the K6lrus of Nawabpur. The widow can mortgage 
property of any kind, but she cannot alienate it by sale, gift or will. 

Sxampl$, — The wife of Kh&Dan has mortgaged a well. 

(iii). By the Rans of R6n Lab Daryfi, Khwijah and the 16 men 
of No. 12 say that the widow can alienate any kind of property in 
any of the ways named. 

Bxample.—'hiuMmmkt fih&g Bharf, widow of SalUn, sold two-thirda of her 
hnsband'B property to Eadir Bakah, Waios. 

(iv). By the 82 castes. The widow has full power of alienation, 
and there is no distinction between the different kinds of property. 

Answer of Hindus, — (i). By the Hindus of villages. As the 
widow has no share, she has no power of alienation. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multan City. Whatever the kind of 
property, she can only mortgage in case of necessity or for a marriage, 
charity, or pilgrimage. She cannot alienate in any other way. 

(iii) . By Kishn Ghand and the 31 exceptions. If the male heirs 
of the deceased refuse to pay for the funeral and other necessary ex- 
penses, the widow may alienate property, whether ancestral or acquired, 
in order to meet these. But as long as there is acquired property, 
ancestral must not be alienated. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — As the Hindfis. 

Answer of Hindus — She can only do so when she has no other 
means of marrying her daughter, or performing necessary religious 
rites on behalf of her husband, and when the collaterals refuse their 
assistance for these objects. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — Where the widow only gets mainte- 
nance, she has of course no power of alienation, and where she is in 
possession of the property she can only alienate it in case of urgent 
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necessity, viz., payment of the Government revenue, or her husband's 
just debts, or of the marriage expenses of her daughter. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — She has no power of alienation, but 
if money is required to marry a daughter or pay her husband's debts, 
and if the collaterals refuse to supply it, she may raise a reasonable 
sum by sale or mortgage. 

Answer of Hindus. -^Aa the Muhammadans. 

Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — She can sell or mortgage for a press- 
ing necessity, but she cannot alienate it by gift or will. 

Exception.— In Marrah L^lki Musammit Boshau, widow of Shakru, guve two- thirds 
to lier daughter Mnsamindt Izzat. 

Answer of Hindus. — The same. 

23.— If there is both a widow and mother, will both inherit ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.-^ [i). By other than the 82 castes. 
Both are entitled to maintenance. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. The mother takes one-third, the widow 
one-fourth and the rest goes to collaterals. If there are no collaterals, 
it goes to the mother, and the widow only gets her one-fourth. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindds of villages. Both are 
entitled only to maintenance, 

(ii). By the Hindfis of Mult an City. Both succeed equally to a 
life tenure. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— Thej succeed to equal shares. 

Answer of Hindus.^^A.s the Muhammadans. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — They inherit equally. 

Eaamples, — 1. Alasammat Bai, the mother, and Masamm&t Uttam B&i. the widow 
in K&luwilHh. 

2. The widow and mother of Muhammad, son of Ahmad Bakhsh, in Sikandarwdlah. 

Exception. — Waif Mnhammad Kban Pathdnsajs that the widow gets one-fonrch and 
the mother three-fonrths. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — They take equal shares. 
Answer of Hmdus.^^As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — They take equal shares. 
Answer of Hindus.-^Tliej take equal shares. 

24.~If there are several widows, one of the same caste as her 
husband, and the others of different castes, how do they share ? 

MuLTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (ij. By other than the 82 castes. 
ThOT are all only entitled to maintenance. 

imample —The wires of Latf Shah, Sivjad Gardezf of Mult^n. 
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(ii). By the Kalrus of Nawabpur and KhwSjah and the other 
Rdns. They all share alike. 

(iii). By the 82 castes. They all share alike. 

Answer of Hindus, — (iu By the Hindus of the villages. They 
are all only entitled to maintenance. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multan City. The wives of a different 
caste are entitled to maintenance only. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Miihammadans, — They all take equal shares provided 
they remain chaste. 

Ansii-er of /7??zd<K^.— Marriages are not contracted with other 
families.* 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muliammadans, — If they were lawfully wedde^ they 
all have equal rights. 

Answer of Hindus, — Wo do not marry with other families.* 

Mat LSI. 

Answer of Muhanimadans, — They all take the same shares, pro- 
vided they ^ ere lawfully married. 

Answer of Hindus. — Where marriage with another family is 
allowed, all the widows take equal shares. Where it is not, the widow 
of another family gets nothing. 

SaRAI SlDHU. 

Ayiswer of Muhammadans.^They all take equal shares. 
Ansicer of Hindus, — We do not marry out of our own caste. 

25.— Can a widow alienate her stridhan? 

Mdltan. 

Aiisiver of Muhammadans, — (i) . By other than the 82 castes. Yes. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. The widow can alienate all kinds of 
property. 

Answer of Hindus,— l^j all the Hindds of villages. As long as 
she continues chaste and lives in her late husband's house, she can 
alienate such property, but she cannot do so if she becomes immoral, 
or makes a second marriage. 

Example. — The widow of Khanda Ghaldnf of Kasbah, made a eeoond ojarriage 
and Khanda'a heirs took her sf* idhan. 

SnUJABAD. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, she can dispose of it entirely as 
she pleases. 

ATiswer of Hindus, — As tie Muhammadans. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes. 
Examples.— Musamrait Miriam sold some land in Shddi Kachdiah which had thus 
come to her. 

Answer of Hindus, — Yes. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — She has full power to alienate it as 
she Hkes. 



* This is un obvioas mistake for ** other castes." The vernacular has " ghair-kaf." 
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Answer of Eindus. — ^As the Muhammadans. 

Saeai Sidhu. 
Answer of ifw/iai/imodaii^.— Yes, she has full power to alienate it. 
A^iswer of Hindus.^As the Muhammadans. 

26— Can a widow alienate her husband's moveable property ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
The widow has no power of alienation. 

(ii). By the Kdlrus of Nawabpur, Massu and the other W^ins, 
Khwajah and the other Rans. The widow has power to alienate by 
gift and Avill. The Ardins of Kasbah say the same. 

fijjawpie.— Musammat Zeban of Kasbah gave her husband's property to her 
nephews Wasil and Murad. 

(iii). By the 82 castes. She has power to alienate. 

Answer of Hindus, — (i). By the Hindus of the villages. She 
has no power to alienate. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multan City. She has power to alienate 
under the circumstances mentioned in No. 12. 

(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. She can alienate 
acquired but not ancestral property. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans,^ [\], By the Sayads. She can do so. 
But they admit that the case has never occurred. 

(ii) . By the other Muhammadans. Yes she can do so if she 
remains chaste. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the " other ^^ Muhammadans. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes. 

Answer of Llindus, — She can if there is no near male relative. 
(" Tah jaddi ") of her husband, but otherwise not; we do not recog- 
nize wills. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — She can only expend it on the reason- 
able expenses of herself and children, and in giving her daughters 
suitable portions. 

Answer oj Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 
Sarai Sidhu.* 

Answer of Muhainmadans, —Sho may dispose of it for approved 

purposes. 
" Answer of Hindixs,'^ As the Muhammadans. 

27.-Does a widow lose her rights by unchastity or remarriage ?• 

Multan. 
Answer oj Muhammadans.— {i). By other than the 82 castes. 
She loses every thing even her claim to maintenance. 

» In Punjab Record IbS of 18So, it was found that according to the custom prevailing 
. in the Multan District a Hindu widow forfeits her husband's estate by unchastity after 
it has Tested in Uer. 
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E»atr^Ui,^Kdlr^9, ICaiammit WiUjat» widow of Fattali MoliMiimad of NftWibpar, 
loit her property on remarriAge. 

BidCs.^So did MaBamm&t Kh&tun, widow of Paira Biil, of P(r Tanniiii. 
KharraU, — And Muiammat Mnridin, widow of IJmar, of Mohammadpnr. 

(ii). Bj the 82 castes. She retains her appointed share under all 
circumstances. 

Answer of Hindus. — Bj all the Hindis. She loses all her rights. 

SHUJAfiAD. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i) . By the Mohammadans generally. 
She forfeits all rights. 

(ii). Bj the Pathdns. She takes one-eighth on re^marriage. 
Answer of Hindus.--- As the Muhammadans generally. 

LODHBAK. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — ^Yes. 
Answer of Hindus. — Yes, 

Mailbi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. -^YeSy she entirely forfeits all rights. 
Answer of Hindtis.^^ As the Muhammadans. * 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — She forfeits her rights, and her pro- 
perty goes to her husband^s collaterals. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

28.— If a woman has a fBimily both by her first and by her second 
husband) do they both inherit her stridhan. 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By all Muhammadans except 
the Kalrus of Naw^bpur. They both inherit. 

Example, — Mneammat Jfw&n had one son bjr Hasan of N&ndla, and two bj her 
seoood husband Nizim ; all three sons took equal efaaree in her stridhan. 

(ii) . By the K61ras. The stridhan acquired during the life of 
each husband goes to the children of each separately. 

Example,— ^iuBVLmmit Danlat Khitiin had two .daughters bj her first husbsiid 
Bah&dor ; they took all her stridhan to the exolnsion of her familj hj her eeoond has- 
band Chnghatta. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i) . By the Hindfis of the villages. The sons 
of the first husband inherit. 

Example.— The sons of Nibihd Satfjah, of Khdnpar Marral, took their mothte^B 
Btridhan on her second marriage. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multin City. A second marriage is not 
recognized^ and children by it have no claim to inherit. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadams. — Yes, they succeed equally. 

Answer of IFindu^.— Second marriages are never made^ so the 
case cannot occur. 

Lodhiuln. 

Answer of Muhamm^adans. — She may give it to whom she chooses ; 
if she does not give it to any one, all her children succeed equally. 

Answer of Hindus.^— We do not allow widows to re-marry. 

• It was held in Divisional Court case 28 of 1885 (decided on 6th May 1886) that 
the custom of widow marriage among Aroras of Mailsi bad not been proved and an 
appeal from thia deoisioa mm diamisied by the Chief Court on 12th Deoeiabar 188B 
(case 1980 of 1886)» 
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MAasi. 

^ Amwer of Muhammadans.— (i) . By the Joyahs, Ar^ins (of Kahror 

cii^le), Sayads (of Do.), Kiiresbis (of Do.), PatMns (of Do.), Uterahs 

S''JS''•^ i?/T^''^ L^l^v^-)^^'*^''^^ .(^^ ^^-^^ ^^^^« (^f Do.), Asara 
(of Do.), Biluchia (of Do.) . They both succeed equally. 

(ii) . By the other Muhammadans. There is no custom. 

Anewer of ffindw*.— There is no fixed custom; the Dharam 

Shastra is followed. 

Saeai Sidhtt. 

J7i^ero/JfuAammada?w.— Both families succeed if both marri- 
ages were lawful. 

Answer of Hindus.— We do not allow a second marriage, so it would 
go to the first husband's family. 

29— Can a widow give her daughter anything as a marriage 
portion { 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
Yes. 

Example, — Sayada. — The widow of Anifr Sh&h gave hor daughter jewels* and a cow, 
Kambohs, — The widow of Bnkhii of Taraf Rav( gave her jewels and clothos. 
Kdlrus of Nawdbpur.^The widow ot Muhammad Bakhah gave her jewois clothe* 
and cattle. ' 

Bans. — Mnsamm£t Sabdi sfave her jewels and cattle, 
(ii). By the 82 castes. She can do so from her own share. 
Ansioer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindus of villages and Multan 
Oifcy. She can give her jewels, clothes, &c., to an extent suitable 
to the position of the family. 

(ii). By KishnChand and the 31 exceptions. She can give 
moveable property only. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — She can give her a marriagci, portion, 
if she marries within her own caste. 

Answer of Hindus. — She can only give her husband's moveable 
property. Of course she can give her own stridkan of whatever kind . 

LODHRAN. 

Jtwtrer o/Jfz^fcammadaTW. — She can give moveable but not im- 
moveable property. 

But Wall Muhammad Khan Pathan says she can also give im- 
moveable property. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — She can give her a reasonable dower 
from the moveable property of her husband or from her stridhan. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

SaRAE SlDHU. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Sho can give her a portion on her 
marriage suitable to the position of her family. 

^«ampl«.— In Jhok Azam Musammdt Sat Bharai, wife of 6her, gave her share to 
her daughter Niamat Ehatdn. 

Answer of Hindus. — ^As the Muhammadans. 
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PART IT.— ASSOCIATION AND SEPARATION. 
SD^-^Do wortiiy taA unw^rihy sons take e^nal sharai! 

MXTLTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — All Mohammadans except Bahtwal 
Baklishy saj tkat all sons sliare alike^ 

EmampleB, — Soya^.— The tons of.Lntl ShDi Gardeti of MBltla. 
Blmttah9,'-Th% soni of Fattah of Tarf Bivf. 
Jr<ilr^«.— The ton of Salt&n Muhammad. 

JTorMKi*.— Bak&wal Bakhsh aayi tlie Sajida-Kaabdi' takes an extra iliare aa liaied 
ftiasiBwerl. 

Answer of Bindus.^^ (i) . Bj the Hindtis of villagei^. Except the 
exira share taken by the eldest son according to answ^i^ 1, zXL the 
sons take equally without reference to their worth. 

(ii). By the Hindfis of Mtdt&n City. All the sons take equal 
ihares, 

Shtt^abaD. 
Answer of Mvha/mmaians. --^YefK they both share equally. 
Answer of flindw^.— Both share equally unless the father during 
his lifetime gives one of them something extra. 

LODHBAH. 

Answer <^ Mvhtm,madcmsj'^Ye%f unless the worthy brother baa 
already separated ofE his share^ 

Answer of Hindus.'^ As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Mtihammadcms.'^TJnlQas the father during his lifetime 
giro one son an extra share by a written deed^ the sons will all share 
equally. 

Answer of Bindus,-^{i). By the A.roras of Kahror. The same as 
the Muhammadans. 

(ii). By the Khatrls and Brahmans. The father may gire him 
an extra share by a verbal gift even. 

(iii}< By the other Hindus. Such a son takes no extra share. 
Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of MtihafMnadans.-^Tliej both inherit equally. 

Answer of Eindus.^^AA the Muhammadans. 

31.— Of two joint brothers, one is able and energetic, and 
improves the property, the other does nothing ; do they on partition 
take equal shares ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. -^(i). By other than the 82 castes* 
Yes. 

E9nmple$.-'Khokhar$.^ The gone of Mahammad YiLr, lambardir of BaatI BaHtii 

Khaggahi, — The tont of Kaara of Bakhri. 

BhuttahB.'-lht three brothers Cbii £gh Bakhsh, Ffr Bakhsh, andMiln MvMBakhlh, 

(ii) . By the 82 castes. They take equal shares. 
Answer of HiTulus.'^ThQ same as No. 30. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Aftifcamwodaw*.— They share equally. 
Answer of Hindiis.^^Thej share equally. 
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Anauoer of Mtthammadans.-^YeB. 
Amtoer of Hindui.^^Yen. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadani.^Thej both share alike. 
Answer of Eindue.-^Thej both ihare alike. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Anetoer of Muhamrnadane.^^Ther take equal aharee* 
Anewer of Bindue.-^AA the MohammadanB. 

82.— If BOOS divide their fiither^s proper^, and some ef them re« 
maiii associated and others separate, and if one of the associated 
brothers 0. S. P., does his share go to all his brotherBj or only to 
those with whom he was associated! 

MULTAN. 

Ansu>er of MvJMmmadane.'^Bj oil the Mohammadans. All the 
brothers inherit equally. 

JB»ampU$,^aayad$,'^Th9 ■oni of Jiwan Bhih of KotU BIdat. 
KantrahB, — The tons of Bii)i of Lathkarpur. 
JTdZriU. — The aont of B«rkhardir of NawAbpur. 

Anstoer of JStndii^.— (i) . Bj the Hindfis of the Tillages. After re« 
paying from the estate the proper expenses to the brother who perform- 
ed the funer^il, the property is divided equally by all the brothers. 

(ii). BytheHmdusof Mult&n City. AU the brothers inherit 
equally. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhawmadofns. — All the brothers share equally. 

LODHRAK. 

Answer of MuJMrnmadans.'^AJlX the brothers inherit. 
Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 
jr«a<Mf>I#. — Gimao, Kaohilah of EArmdowili had three fons, of whom two wera 
aatociated and one separate. One of the auooiated broihen O. 8. P. ; hia two anrviTing 
brothers ahared his property eqmally. 

Emuption: — ^The two ezoeptions given in Temaealar really refer to the foUowing 
answer. 

Answer of Hindus.^AA the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Mtihcimmadans.*^AlL the BuryiTiug brothers inherit 
equally. 

Answer <f Hindus.^^AB the Muhammadans* 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans.^^ All his brothers sucoeed equally. 
Answer qf £tnc2u^.— As the Mohammadans. 

88.— The sons of one mother remain associated, but separated 
from the sons by another mother ; on the death of one of them S. P. 
do all the brothers suoceed^ or only the associated?* 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
Ancestral property is inherited by all the brothers equally, but 
acquired property by the associated brothers only. 

Mwmpitw.'^Bhatt^ of Taraf JMvf.— The family of Kbin. 

f Oompart tba Vnll Btach dadiioii in Fi*fi;a6 B^ecrd, No. i of 1891. 
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(ii). By the 82 castes. The full brothers only will inherit the 
whole property. 

Answer of Hindus, '^{i). By the Hindds of the villages* All the 
brothers inherit equally. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Mult&n City. The associated brothers 
only inherit. 

Shujabab. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — They all share equally. 

Answer of Hindus.-^ As the Muhammadans. 

LODHRAK. 

Answer of Muhammadans.^^Tiiey inherit equally without regard 
to the difference of mothers. 

Exceptions. — 1. Jinan ShAh of Kofc Im&tn<ud-dia ■ays that in hit family there 
were three brothers by one mother and two by another. One of the two brothers died, 
and his share went entirely te his surviving fall brother. 

2. Bobha Kh4n, Lambarddr of Jhimbu, says that he inherited the whole of his faU 
brother's property t^ the exolasion of two brothers by another mother. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailbi. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — All the surviving brothers inherit 
equally without reference to their mothers. 

Eaoample. — The family of Tahir Khdn, Bilooh, quoted by Mnhammad Kk&a Zatld6r. 
ATiswer of Hindus, ^^Aa the Muhammadans. 

Saeai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — They succeed equally without refer* 
ence to the mothers. 

Amicer of Hindus.'^Aa the Muhammadans. 

34.— Where some sons of one wife remain joint with some soiib 
of another wife* if one of them dies childless, is he succeeded by— 
i,— His full brothers-or 
ii.— His joint half brothers-or 
iii.— All his brothers alike ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By other than 82 castes. The 
full brother will succeed to acquired property, ancestral property will 
be inherited by all. 

(ii). By the Kdlrus of Nawdbpur. All the brothers will succeed 
equally to all the property. 

(iii). By the 82 castes. He will be succeeded by the full 
brothers only. 

Ansicer of Hindus, — (i). By the Hindus of the villages. All 
the brothers will succeed equally. 

(ii). By the Hiudus of the city of Multio, The full brothers 
only will succeed. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — By all his brothers equally. 

Answer of Bindus.-^By all his brothers equally. 

LoDHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — All the brothers will inherit equally. 
fi^rcepfions.— Jfwan Shilh and Sobha Him repeat the statementi tecordod on th9 
preoeiing answer. 
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• Answer of JKndw*.— As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadana, — As in No. 33^ all the brothers will 
Bucceed equally. 

Answer o/jffindM«.— As the Muhammadans. 

Saba I Sidbu. 
Answer of Muhammadans,-^ All the brothers succeed equally 
Tvithont reference to mother or association. 

Answer of Hindus.-^AQ the Muhammadans, 

35.— A father divides Ms property but reserves a share for him- 
selfy and continues to live with some of his sons ; who will inherit 
the reserved share ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.'^ A\l the Muhammadans say that it 
will be inherited equally by all the Bons, 

Example.— SidU. I'he frnnily of Hdji of Kotla Bidit. 

Atisioer of Hindus.'^kll the Hindus say that all the sons will 
inherit equally. 

ExamxAe.—TlxQ fanjilj of Chapdhri Sohira Mai of Kotli Nfjibat. 

Shujabad. 
Anstcer of Muhammadans, — All the sons succeed equally. 
Answer of Eindus.^-^As the Muhammadans. 

LoDHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— All the sons succeed equally. 
Examples. — 1. Malik Ucht, Ling of Hotwalah, had two sons hy one wife and one 
by another. He divided his property into four phares and f^are three to bis sons (one 
to each) and retained one bimeelf. One son remained with him. But on bia death 
all succeeded t-qpally to the reserved share. 

2. Pfr Bakbtih Lang thus reserved a share, to whioh aU his nine ions inocetded 
equally. . 

Answer of Hindus. — ^As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — All the sons succeed equally. 
Answer 0/ Hindus. — All the sons succeed equally. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — All the sons will succeed equally. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

36.— A father divides the whole of his property without reserv- 
ing^ a share^ but continues to live joint with some of his sons^ and 
acquires more property ; who will inherit this ? 

MULTAN. 

Ansiver of Muhammadans. — (i) . By other than the 82 castes. 
If the property was acquired by the father alone, all the sons will 
inherit equally, but if the joint son helped in acquiring it, he only 
will inherit it. 

Eaample. — Tbe family of Hassan, Dahir of Danr^n^ Langinl. 
(ii). By the 82 castes. All the eons will inherit equally. 
Answer of Hindus. — ^By all the Hindlis. Such property will be 
inherited only by his joint son. 

Examjple.'^Ihe family of Ud4 Pis, Gorahwarah uf Kot Mien "Khitu 
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SRUJAfiAB. 

Answer of Muhammadans.'— To the son with whom tho father 
remains associated. 

Anewer of Hmdui.^^JiB the Muhammadans. 

LODHRAV. 

Answer of Muhainmadans.^Il thx9 proDetty 19 aoqnired bj the 
of the capital of the associated son, i 
otherwise all the sons will snoceed equally. 



use of the capital of the associated son, he will be the sole heir ; 



Aneroer of Eindue.^^Au the Mohammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Jiuhammadans.^^J^o such case has hitherto oecnrred. 
Answer €f Hindus.-^No such case has hitherto occurred, 

Sabu Sidhu. 
Answer of MuhafMnadans.-^lt goes to the associated son because 
it has been acquired by his help. 

Answer of Eindus.^^JiB the Muhammadans. 

37.— A fiither divides his property amongst three sonsi and re* 
mains associated with two of thenii onedft£UMeO«S«F.; who will 
inherit his share ! 

MULTAV. 

Answer of Muhammada/ns.-^{i)* By other than the 82 castes. 
Both brothers will inherit. 

EwampU, — The famil j of Ai(m, Lsngini of Danr&iii Langini. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. After the father's death both brothers 
will inherit. 

Answer of Hindis.-^ii). By the Hindis of the Tillages. The 
father will inherit for his life, after his death all the brothers will 
inherit. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Mult&n City. In the absence of a widow 
or daughter^ both brothers will inherit equally. 

(iii) . By Eishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. Both will inherit 
equally. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of MuhcLfivnMdans.'^YeB, he cannot be excluded. 

Answer of Hindus.^^AA the Muhammadans. 

LODHRAK. 

iln^er o/jlfu^mm(u{an«.---*Yes, he is entitled to an equal share 
with his brother. 

Answer of Hvndrus.^'As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans.'^YQS, on the father's death all the 
brothers will succeed equally. 

Answer of Hind&s.^^{i), By the Ehatrfs. We have no special 
custom. 

(ii). By the other Hindds. As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

Answer of MuJuxmmadims.'^Both the brothers iooceed equally. 

Answer of Eindus.^^ tiie Mnhammadangi _^ 



Digitized by 



Google 



msiBRANCi (▲saocunoii do) uviBAnov). xxsix 



38.— If seiMurate property is put into the oomm<m ttock| is it 
taken out again before iMurtition f 

MULTAN. 

Answer of MtihammadanB.'^'Bj bXL the Muhammadans. Tesj it 
will be reseryed to the donee. 

f«amp(M.— The family of Sirdir, Habf of B&UH Hab4. The family of JTehlna 
Hirij, Lambardir of Alpa. 

Answer of Hindus.-^ (i). By the Hindis of the Tillages. It will 
be reserved. 

(ii). By the Hindfis of Molten City. Property received from a 
&kther-in-law wiU be reserved. Property g^ven by a mother's father, 
if given to an uncle will be inherited by a nephew^ but if given to the 
nephew the ancle will not inherit. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Mtthammadans.^Yes. it is reserved. 
Answer of Hindus. — ^As the Mnhammadans. 
J^jampl*.*— Aii Nand and Tikan Mai reserred on partitioa the p rope rtj they had 
reoeired from their fathers-in-law. 

LOBHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.'^Yes, it wiH be reserved. 

JPaKtmpU«.~-7d8af KaohiUh thus reaerred the property reoeived from hie father* 
in-law. So did Unhammad Bakhsh Paonahin. 

Answer qf Eindus^-^As the Muhammadans. 

Maosi. 
Answer of Muhammada/ns.'^YQs, it is reserved to him. 
Answer of Btndus.^As the Muhammadans. The Aroras of 
Kahror say they have no special custom. 

Sabai Sibhu. 
Answer of Mvhcmmadcms. — ^Yes, it will be reserved. 
Answer of Sindus.^JkA the Muhammadans. 

39.— If a ilktherdiyideliie property, and another son is bom 
afterwards, can the former partition be set aside! 

MULTAN. 

Answer qf Mvhammada/ns.^i). By other than the 82 eastes. 
Tes. 

J'«ampl«.^The family of Ohattn Laog£n6. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. The partition cannot be set aside without 
the consent of the former sons. 

Answer of Hindus.^^Bj all the Hindds. The father ean cancel 
the former partition and nukke a new one< 

Shujabad. 
Answerof Muhammadans.— Yea, it can be cancelled. 
Answer of Sindus.^^Yes, it can be cancelled,i 

LOBHBAH. 

Aftswer of Uvhammadwnsj— Yen. 
Jbanipl#.-.MittA of Kabh41ah of Kamtowfii 4M la 
Answer (^ Binduij^Y^* 
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Mailsi. 

AnfV)sr of MvJiMinmadan8,'^Ye&, it can. But if the former sons 
have acquired after the first partition any more property by their own 
exertions, they will retain this separately. 

Answer of flindu^.— (ij. By the Hindus generally. As the 
Muhammadans. 

(ii). By the Aroras and Brahmans of Kahror. The former parti- 
tion cannot be cancelled ; the father must provide for his last Bon 
from any share he majr have reserved for himself. 

(iii) . By the Khatris. No such case has hitherto occurred ; if 
one should occur the Shdstra will be followed. 

SlRAI SiDHU. 

Answer of Muhammadans,'^Ye&. 
Answer of Hindus, — Yes. 

CHAPTER II.-ENJOTfflBNT OP PROPERTY. 
iPART I.— POWERS OP A PROPRIETOR.* 

40.— Can a man give away his property, if he has sons ? 

Mttltan. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By other than the 82 castes* 
He can give away a portion but not the whole of either ancestral o** 
acquired property. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. Yes, he can. 

Answer of Hindns.-^{i). By the Hindus of the villages. He can 
give it away in alms or religious offerings but not to an outsider. 

(ii). By the Hindus of MuMn City. He can reserve to himself 
a share like that of one of his sons and this share he can give away. 

Sxatnple, — Sawttyi Malik gave Buoh a share to the Brahman of Jog Mnya. 

(iii) . By Kishen Chand and the 31 exceptions. He can give 
away acquired but not ancestral property. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By the Khdkis. He can only do 
so with acquired property. 

(ii) . By the other Muhammadans. He can do so, unless tho gift 
is for some improper purpose. 

Answer of Hindus. "^Hq can do so with all kinds of property. 

LODHBAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — He can give away a part, but not 
the whole of property of any kind. 

E^ampU.—l. Kanre Eh4n, Lang&h of Shnjaatpnp, gave hia Pir, Dfwdn F/r Shab, 
7 bigaha in Kotlf Adal of Sbajabad. 

2. Malik Karm Ali, Nawab, and Diim, Kaob&lah of Karmdnwili, gare 8 bigaha to 
Snlim&n Fakfr. 

• In Diviaional Coart Case No. 182 of 1894 (quoted on p. xxxiii above) it was laid 
down that in the Mnlt&n Diatriot althongh in tncoeaaion caaea cnatom and Huham- 
madan law are mnch mixed np, in qneation of alienation the castom of the Ponjab ia 
followed generally. 

t In Diviaional Coart Case No. 115 of 1885 it wao decided (25th November 1865) thsfc 
so onatom was proved preventing a Muhsmmadan agrioalturiBt from alienating by ffirt 
land to a wife or daughters in the presenoe of sons. The parties were Ealrua of Tantf 
linb&rik in Tahsil Moltdn. 
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3. The same Karm Ali, and Lai and Khdn Muhammad and Ishak gave 18 
bigahs to their P£r, Ghuldm Shah of Ahmadpnr. 

4. Hasan fihnttab, lambarddr of Naur&ja Bhuttah, gave 59 bigahs to his Ffr 
Ahmadj^r. 

5. Waryam Tajwdnah gave his Pfr some land. 
Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. : • 

Answer of Muhammadans, — ^Yes, he can do so without restriction. 
But Sirdar Muhammad, Arain, zaildar of Kikri, says that a father 
cannot give away ancestral immovable property."*^ * 

Afisicer of Hindiis.^^As the Muhammadans, 
Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer of Mnhammadans.^^^Q has full power to do so, but if 
his object is to disinherit or spite his sons, he can only give away 
his acquired property. 

An^iwer of Hindus,-^ As the Muhammadans. 

41.— Can he do so^ if he has ho sons ? 

MOLTAN. 

A nstver of Muhammadans,— {i). By other .than the. ^ 82 castes. 
He cannot do so as long as there are collaterals within three degrees. 
If there are none ho can. 

Esample. — Lukman Khor, pf Basti Katta, sold one-fourth of a well to Balkishn. 

(ii) : By the 82 castes. Yes, he can do so. 

Answer of Hijid us. --{{), By the Hindus of the villages. He can 
give his property wholly or in part to his daughter or daughter's 
cnildren, but not to an outsider. 

(ii) . By the Hindus of the city of Multan. The same, whether 
the property is ancestral or acquired. 

(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. He can only 
give away acquired movable property. See No. 12. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — ^Yes, he can give it to whom he likes.t 

Example. — 1. Ahmad Dm, Ardin, of Shdhpnr, gave half his property to his wife 
Mnsamm&t Alam Khdtun, and half to his daughters Musammat ^Tindwadi and 
Mnsammib Mariam Ehdtun ; and Mosammdt Alam Kb^tun afterwards gave her 
half to her daughters. 

These gifts were upheld by the Settlement Commissioner in his order, dated 18th 
November 1878. 

2. Barkhurdar of Jalalpur Khakf gave his property to his wife and daughter half 
and half. 

Answer of Hindus, — Yes, he can do so. 

LODHRAN. 

AuHwer of Muhammadans.— Yes, he can give the whole or a part. 

Examples. — 1. Rahfm Biluch of Bet Kesar, although he had nephews gave all his 
property to his daughter Musammat ZHinab. 

2. Kddir, Bhnttah, of Naur>ijah Bhuttah, had a brother and nephew, but he gave 
all his lands to his Pir, Ganj Bakhah. 

* In Divisional Court case No. 240 of 1897, it was decided (26th November 1897) 
that the general custom of the Punjab that ancestral immovable property i^ ordinarily 
inalienable is applicable to the Mailsi Tahail. Punjab Record, No. 79 of 1896 (a Dera 
Ismail Khan case) followed. 

t In Divisional Court case No. 305 of 1889 it was decided (21st August 1889) that 
no custom was proved by which a Muhammadan sonless proprietor was not lawfully 
competent to make gift of part of his property in favour of his daughter's daughter in 
the presence of his brother's sons. The parties were Biluches of Tahsil Shnjabad, 
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8. Abdal Gbafdr, Bhnttah of D&r&bpm*, had collaterals, bnt gave all bia proparty 
to bia daaghier. 

4. Gopi Mai of Khin Belab thns gave all bia property to the Brabmina. 

5, Gdman Rhojah of JaUlpur gave all hia property to bia daogbter's aon IbWUiim. 
6 Eddir Jhalan gave all bis to bia Pir, Ganj Bakbab. 

Exception.— li^ Mubammad, Patban, of Wabf Didd Kbin, aaya tbat in tba firat 
instance be can do so a little, in tbe second not at all. But he can give no example. 

Answer of Hindus, — ^As the Muliammadaiis.* 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — ^Yes, he can do so without restriction. 
But the Arains of the Kahror Circle say he cannot do so to the 
complete exclusion of his sons or his brother's children. 
Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, he can do so. 

Example.— In CbirAgb Belah, Jdfir Sbsb gave half tbe village to bia daughter. 
In Sblbpur Karam Shib gave bia son-inlaw some land altbougb be badaona. 
Answer of Hindus, — ^Yes, he can do so. 
Example,^In Sandflidnwdla Ganga gave some darhhwdsH land to bia GuHi. 

42.— Can a man exclude his son or sons from inheritance ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By the other than the 82 castes 
No. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. If a father in his lifetime make a gift 
accompanied by possession to others, he can exclude a son or sons ; 
but not otherwise. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). — By the Hindus of villages. He can 
during his life-time give his property to one son in preference to 
others, or he can give it to collaterals to the exclusion of his sons. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multfin City. He cannot do so with 
ancestral property. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — Allah Bakhsh KhAki says a father 
cannot do so, but all the other Muhammadans say he can. 
Answer of Hindus, — ^Yes, he can do so. 

LODHEAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — He can dispose of one-third of his 
property but he cannot entirely exclude any son. 

Answer of Hindus,^GQnGvdl\j as the Muhammadans. But the 
Brahmins and Kar^rs of the Jalalpur Circle say tliat the father can 
give the whole of his property to one son or to the collaterals to the 
exclusion of his son. 

• In Divisional Court case No. 346 of 1887 it was decided (4tb Janoary 1898) that 
no caatom waa proved by whicb a non-agri:ialtaral Arora of Lodhran could not alienate 
bia property by will in the presence of near collaterals. 

In Divisional Court cases Nos. 354 and 372 of 1897 it waa decided (7tb Febmary, 
1898) that sonlesa Hindus can give away thewbole or a part of tbe property, and no dis- 
tinction is made between ancestral aod self-acquired property, In this instance a Hindu 
of Tabsil Lodbr&n gave landed property to bis brother's daughter in the presence of a 
collateral in tbe third degree. 
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Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — The same as No. 41. But it is gene- 
rallj admitted that no case of such exclusion has hitherto occurred. 
Answer of Hindus, — The same as No. 41. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No, he cannot do so. 
Answer of Hindus.^^As the Muhammadans. 

43.— Can a man dividing his property give his heirs more or 
less than their shares ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By the other than the 82 castes. 
No, he must give each his proper share. 
(ii). By the 82 castes. Yes, he can. 
Answer ofSind^.'-By all the Hindfis. Yes, he can. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhamimadans.'-AQ No. 42. 
ATiswer of Hinddis.'^YeB, he can do bo.' 

LODHEiN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.-^^A). At the Lodhran meeting. No, 
he cannot. 

{B) . At the JaWlpur meeting. Yes, he can. 
Example. — Fir Bakhsh L&ng, of Bet Moghal, gave his elder 80Q two shares, and his 
other 8 boos, one share each. 

Answer of Hindus.'^AB the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans, ^Ye^^ he has full power. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — He cannot do so with ancestral, but 
he may do so with acquired property. * 

Examples.— In B6gar Mahammad Sarg^nah gare the sons of one wife a greater 
share than the others. 

Answer of Hindus.^^Aa the Muhammadans. 
EwampU, — £i Jar&lah ManB& gave his eldest son one-fourth more than the others. 

41— Can a man on dividing his property, give any of it to his 
daughter, sister or son-in-law ? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadanf.^(i). By other than the 82 castes. 
Yes, he can do so during his life-time. 

Examples,'— U^LBBh Bhatti, of Panjkohd, gave his daughter half a well j Khndi 
Bakhsan, Ar&io, of Easbah, gave his sister one-fourth of well. 

(ii) . By the 82 castes. Yes, he can give all or a part of his 
property thus. 

Answer of Hindus.'^ (i). By the Hindus of Mult^n. Yes, he 
can do so. 

(ii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. He can only do 
80 from acquired property, except with the consent of the other heirs. 

• It is said that in Kh&newila of Tahsil Eabfrw&la Shah Mnhammad Khin Daha 
gifted one-fonrth of his ancestral |>roperty to his son Earam Kh&n, though he had 
four other sons by another wifet 
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Shcjabad. 

Answer ofMuhammadam.^Yes, he can do so. But Allali Bakhsh 
and Kadir Bakhsh, Khaki, deny that he can give anything to a son- 
in-law. 

Answer of Hindus. — Yes, he has full power to do so. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes, he can give something. 
Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, he has full power. * 
Exam-pies, — 1. The father of Muhammad Marad Joy ah, of Massa Kotah, gave bis 
daughter half a well. 

2. GhnUm Kddir Kh4n KhAkwini gave his dauijUter's eon the villages of Kadir- 
pur and Raliwah. 

Answer of Hindus, —As the Muhammadans. 
Iffarampie. -Chaudri Thdkar Das, father of Fatteh Chand of Fattehpur, gave his 
daughter Es, 600. 

Serai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — Yes, as long as he does not injure his 
other children. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

45.— Can a man make a gift of his property on his death- 
bed? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans,^' [\), By other than the 82 castes. 
No.* 

Example, — Khdn Muhammad Mnrakka on his death-bed gave his daughter a 
well ; his son set this aside after his father's death. 

(ii). By the 82 castes. He can sell or mortgage, but he can 
only make a gift up to one-third of his property. 

Answer of Hindus, — ^By all the Hindus. He can, if ho is in full 
possession of his senses. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans,— 'i^o. 

Answer of Hindus, — No. 

LoDHRAN. 

Amwer of Muhammadans, -^Ho can do so with the consent of 
his sons ; and the gift must be made in distinct words, not by mere 
signs. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 
Example. — Nankd Mai of Thadda Tahfm gave 1 pahar of the Waryam well for 
religions purposes with his son's consent. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes, if he is in full possession of his 
senses, but not otherwise. 

Example. — Bdg6 Khan Joyah, of Zirakwahan, in the presenoo of the lambardars 
forgave all his debtors their debts, and his heirs forgave tboni accordingly. 

♦ This was maintained in Divisional Court cases No. ICO and 207 of 1897 where it 
was decided (26th July 1897) that a deed of gift made shortly before death by a Janjuha 
of Tsuraf Jama Khalsa iu Tahsil Multdn to the sons of his second wife was invalid 
and could not avail to confer on thorn anything to which thoy were not otherwise 
entitled. The appeal was rejected by the Chief Court in an order, dated Ist February 
ieOO (case No. 999 of 1897). 
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Answer of Bindus. — As the Muhammadans. 
"Example.— JoAipeLi Rai, lambardar of Fattahpur, 15 days ago gave a hoase in Fattah- 
pur to his Uura Sbdm Das of Dera Qhdzi Kban. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes, if he is in full possession of his 
senses. 

Answer of Bindus. — As the Muhammadans. 
'Example.— In Tulainba, Mnsammat Bbiryan gave her property to a shriae to tbe 
exclosion of her non, and in a judicial case the gift was upheld. 

46.— Can a man who has sons or collateral heirs give away 
any of his property in charity? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
Yes. 

Example. — Abdul RahCm of Labor gave a well to the masjid. 
(ii) . By the 82 castes. Yes, as much as he likes. 
Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindus of the villages and the 
city. Yes, he can give a part. 

(ii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. He can do so if 
he is really actuated by religious motives, but not if he merely wishes 
to spit€ his sons. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes. 
Answer of Bindus. ^^Yes. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Mtchammadans.'-(A). At the Lodhrfin meeting. He 
can to the extent of one-fourth. 

(B). At the JaWlpur meeting. He can give something. See 
answers Nos. 40 and 41. 

Answer of Bindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — ^Yes, he has full power. 

Answer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 
Sarai Sldhu. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes. 

Answer of Hindus. — ^Yes. 

47. -Can he give away his property merely to spite his heirs? 

Multan. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By other than the 82 castes. No. 
(ii) . By the 82 castes. Yes. 
Answer of Bindus. — ^By all the Hindus. No. 

Shujabad. 
Ansicer of Muhammadans. — Yes, he can do so. But Allah Bakhsh 
Khfiki denies this. 

Answer of Hindus. — Yes, ho can do so. 

LoDHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — No, ho can only alienate for some 
reasonable cause and then only to tho extent of one-third. 
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Answer of Hindus. — The Lodhrfin circle give the same answer as 
the MuhammadaDS^ but those of JaUlpur say he has absolute power. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (i) . By the Khichis and others. An 
alienation merely to ruin his heirs would be unlawful. 

(ii) . By the Joyahs and others. He has full power to alienate. 
But all admit that no instance has hitherto occurred. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Aroras and Brahmins of Mailsi. 
As the Khichis. 

(ii). By other Hindus. As the Joyahs. 
Sarai Sidhu. 

Answer ofMuhammadans. — He can only do so with his acquired 
property. 

An>swer of Ei/ndus. — As the Muhammadans. 

48— Can he on partition reserve a share for himself? 

MULTAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — (i). By other than the 82 castes. 
"Yes.'' 

Ewample, — ^Ahmady&r, Dhamraya of Rajapnr reserved 12 bighas to himtelf on parti- 
tion. 

(ii) . By the 82 castes. Yes. 

Answer of Hindus, — ^By all the Hindus. He may reserve to him- 
self what share he likes. 

Shujabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — ^Yes. 
Answer of Hindus. — ^Yes. 

LoDHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — ^Yes, he can reserve what portion he 
likes. 

Bxamplc^KittA Eaohilah of ^Karmiinw61i tbns reserved a share. 
Answer of Hindus.-^As the Muhammadans. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — Yes, he may reserve what share he 
likes. 

Atiswer of Hindus, — As the Muhammadans. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans, — ^Yes, he can do so. 
Ar^swer of Hindus, — ^Yes, he can do so. 

49— Is a gift valid if unaccompanied by possession ? 

MuLTAN. 

Answer ofMuhammadans. — (i). By other than the 82 castes. No. 

(ii) . By the 82 castes. Possession is essential to the validity 
of a gift. 

Answer of Hindus.-^ {i). By the Hindus of the villages. No. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multfin City. Such a gift is valid only 
when made to a daughter, or her children, a sister, or Gosdin or 
Parohit. 

SxampU.^A gift of hit property by Eftngiia Mai TAhrar of Mult»n. 
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Shttjabad. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — (i). By tlie Nuns and other Muham- 
madans. Yes. 

(ii). By the Khakis. No, it is invalid. 

Answer 0/ JKmiii^.— The gift cannot be set aside on this account. 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — (A). At the Lodhrfin meeting. Yes, 
if made in the presence of several witnesses. 

(B). At the Jalalpur meeting. No, unless accompanied by 
possession the gift can be revoked. 

Answer of Hindus, — ^Yes, it cannot be revoked. 

Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — Some tribes say the case fcas never 
occurred, and there is no custom. 

All the others say that possession is essential. 

Answer of Hindus. — Possession is not essential. 
Sarai Sidhu.- 

Answer of Muhammadans. — ^No, such a gift can be set aside. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 

Shdtnildt-deh. — In Diviaional Court case No. 80 of 1886 it was decided (8rd March 
1886) tliat there is no custom prevailing in this district under i^vhich the sale of land 
of necessity implies the concomitant sale of a corresponding proportion of the common 
waste. Appeal rejected by the Chief Court at a preliminary hearing in chambers. See 
also the Financial Commissioner'a Circular Letter No. 5 of 15th August 1900 and the 
decisions referred to therein. 

Regarding Wills it was ruled in Punjab Record No. 2 of 1881 that among Kapuria 
Hindus the custom was that relatives more remote than a great-grand son and colla- 
terally, not lineally, related, could contest alienations by will of ancestral property, 
though no custom was established restricting the alienation either of acquired property 
or of property derived from the maternal line by inheritance. 

And in Ponjab Record No. 7 of 1886 it was held that it was not proved that an 
Arora of Multan City oonld not leave ancestral property by will to his daughter's son 
in the presence of his brother. 

And in Divisional Court osise No. 846 of 1897 it was decided (4th Jannary 1898) that 
no custom was proved by whieh an agriculturist Arora of Lodhran could not alienate his 
property |iy will in the presence of near collaterals. 



PART II.— ADOPTION. 

SO.—Isadoptionacknowledgedfmustit be in writing? or is a 
verbal adoption sufficient ? are any oeremonies neoessary ? Is rela- 
tionship regarded ? 

Multan. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — By all Muhammadans. Adoption is 
not recognized. 

Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Hindus of the villages. Adop- 
tion is recognized. It may be either verbal or written. The adop- 
tion must take place in the presence of the brotherhood and the adopted 
son must be of the same stock as the adopter. The adopted son loses 
all right to his own father's property. 

(ii). By the Hindus of Multan city. The same, but a daughter's 
or sister's son may also be adopted. 

(iii). By Kishn Chand and the 31 exceptions. Adoption can 
only take place, in the case of acquired property, when there are no 
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sons, and in the case of ancestral property when there are no brothers 
or their sons or grandsons. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — A written adoption is valid. Any one 
may be adopted without regard to relationship. The only ceremony 
is that the brotherhood are entertained. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans.^ 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans.— [A), AtLodhr^n. Yes, adoption «ay 
be written or verbal ; no ceremonies beyond the publicity are neces- 
sary. But the boy must be 5 years old, and chosen from amongst 
relations ; he must not belong to another family. 

(B). At Jalalpur. We do not practise adoption. No case of it 
has ever occurred. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Lodhrdn Muhammadans. 
Example, -^^uiA Kar^r of Ubaorah, adopted his nephew. 

Mailsi. 
Ansiver of Muhammadans, — Adoption is not practised. 
Answer of Hindus. — (i). By the Brahmans and Aroras of the 
Mailsi circle. We do not practise adoption. 

(ii). By the other Hindus. Adoption is practised; it maybe 
either verbal or written. No particular ceremonies are essential ; nor 
is any regard paid to relationship, except that the adopted son must 
be of the same caste. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — Adoption is practised. It may be 
either verbal or written. The adopted son must be a near kinsman. 
A woman cannot adopt. 

Bxception.— In Tirholi Musammat Bhdg Bhari, wife of Fatah, adopted Fahlwan, 
who succeeded on her death. 

Example.— In Khda Daulatdna, Muhammad adopted Bahadur. 

AnMoer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans. 
Example, — In Tulamba Sdin Dds, Chagh, adopted his brother's son Gulab Mai. 

51.— Can an only son be adopted ? 

MUUTAN. 

Answer of Hindus. — By all the Hindis. No. 

LODHRAN. 

Answers of Muhammadans. — (A). At Lodhr^n. Yes, he can be 
adopted. 

(B). At Jalalpur. We do not adopt. 

Answer of Hindus. — As the Muhammadans of Lodhrin. 

Mailsi. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — As No. 50. 
Answer of Hindus. — Yes, an only son may be adopted. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Answer of Muhammadans. — No. 
Answer of Hindus. — No. 

• In Punjab Record No. 85 of 1886 in a case among Babla Bhdtias of Shnj&bdd, 
it was held that the plaintiffs (on whom the onus lay) failed to prove that the appoint- 
ment of a daughter's son m heir was invalid according to the coatom of the got. 
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52.— If a natural son is born after the adoption, how do he and 
the adopted son inherit ? 



l^ot answered. 
INot answered. 



MULTAK. 

Shujabad. 



LODHBAN. 

Amwer of Muhaynmadam,— They vnll bofll inherit equally, but 
the adopted son loses all right to the property of his natural father, 
unless the latter leave no son [Id'Wald), 

Ansirer of tiindvs.^As the Muhammadans. 

Matlsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — As No. 50. 

ATiswer of Hindus. — If natural sons are born afterwards Ihey and 
the adopted ^on share alike. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Ansirer of Muhammadans. — No. 

PART III.— PRE-EMPTION. 

5d.— What is the custom of pre-emption ? 

. Mult AN. 

Answer of Muliammadans, — (i). By other than the 82 castas. 
The right of pre-emption both in sales and mortgages belongs fii^ bf 
all to the co-sharers in the property ; and after them to the heigh« 
hours. 

(ii) . By the 82 castes. The right ef pre-emption extoiids only 
to sales. 

Answer of Bvidus.^By all the Hindus. The same as the Mu- 
hammadans other than the 82 castes. 

Shujabad. 

Answer of Muhamm^adans, --^The right of pre-emption belong :-^ 

(1) to own brothers ; (2) to co-sharers who are descendants of a 

common ancestor ; (3) to the superior proprietor (614 m&lik) ; (4) to 

the owners of the neighbouring fields ; (5) to any village proprietors 

(khewatddrs). 

Anstcer of Eindns, — As the Muhammadans.* 

LODHRAN. 

Answer of Muhammadans. — A. — By the proprietors at Lodhrfin. 
The rule of pre-emption extends to — (1) own brothers, provided that 
the property is ancestral. If it is acquired by the seller, the brother 
has no right; (2) Associated kinsmen; (8) the neighbouring pro- 
prietors ; (4) other khewatdars ; (5) non-khewatdars. 

B.— By the proprietors at JaWlpur. The same^ except that they 
interpose "alamfiliks" between (2) and (3). 

Answer- of lUndns — As the Muhammadans. 

^ _ _ 

* In the yeroacular the did mdlik is not mentioned ii the Hindn list. 
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Mailsi. 

Answer of Muhammadans, — The right of pre-emption in land first 
belongs to the own brothers and partners of the seller, then to his 
male collaterals ; then to the neighbours ; if there is a superior proprie- 
tor, he has the next right, and after him tenants have no rights.* 

Anstcer of Hindns, — As the Muhammadans. 

Sakai Sidhu. 

Answer of Mtchammadans, — It exists as regards immovable 
property only, and descends in this order — (1) descendants of the 
same ancestor provided they reside in the village ; (2) joint sharers 
in the property ; (3) neighbouring proprietors ; (4) proprietors 
generally. It does not extend to mortgages. 

Answer of Eindiis, — As the Muhainmadans.t 

• The vernacalar has '* after him the owner of the village ; then the tenants; then 
owners of other villages." It also adds that in towns, like Kahror and Fattehpar, pre- 
emption goes first to co-sharers, then to neighbours. 

t Decisions regarding pre-emption. 

CollateraU. — In Divisional Court case No. 382 of 1889 it was decided (23rd January 
1891) that the collaterals had aright of pre-emption in ala mnlkiat in preference to the 
adna-malik. The land in dispute lay in maQza-Turag^rh of tahsil Multin. 

Vicinage.— In the course of Punjab Record, No. 20 of 1881, regarding land in manza 
Muhammadpur Khokhar, tahsil Multrin, it is stete'd t\\M " no custom giving a preference 
on the ground of vicinage had been shown to exist." 

In Divisional Court case No. 334 of 1884 it was decided (25th January 1886) that 
a customary right based on vicinage was not proved in mauza Shershah, tahsil Multan. 

In Punjab Record, No. 49 of 1889, it was held that no such right was prov-ed 
in mauza Jamraniwdh, tahsil Lodhr4n. In this ctcse, Roc, J., while granting that there 
is a general feeling iu Multan that vicinage gives a preference, and that this feeling has 
caused the people to state generally in the Riwaj-i-am that this is the custom, and that 
tlie Courts have in many cases, rightly or wrongly, found it to be the custom, declined 
to find the custom proved as regards the particular village of Jamraniwah. 

This custom was held to be not proven in a case from mauza Kotli Nijibat, now 
in tahsil Shnjabad, in Divisional case No. 272 of 1892, decided on :i3rd January 1893. 
And a similar decision was arrived at regardinor shops and houses in mauza Fadda of 
tahsil Mailsi in Divisional Court case No. 289 of 1893, decided on 2nd May 1894: this 
order was upheld by the Chief Court on 20th February 1896 iu appenl case No. 941 of 
1894, it being held that Fadda was not a " town " in the sense of the Kiwdj-i dm. On the 
other hand, in Divisional Court case No. 210of 1897 it was decided (30th August 1897) that 
no special custom had been proved in manza Salsaddar of tuhsil Lodhran whereby the 
brothers of a vendor have a superior right of pre-emption to owners of land adjacent to 
the land sold to whom this right was allowed by the latest Wajib-ul-arz ; and in Divisional 
Court case No. 319 of 1898 it was decided (3rd March 1899> in a case of land in mauza 
Sikaadarftbad of tahsil Shujabad that a'ljoining landowners have in the Shnjabad tahsil 
a right of pre-emption preferential to other khewatdirs. 

Pre-emption in towna. — In Punjab Rt-cord, No. 165 of 1888 (Roe and Friflelle, JJ.) it 
was.foundthat a custom of pre-emption existed in mohalla Marochidn of Mnltan City. 
In Punjab Record, No. 170 of 1889 (Roe and Fnzolle, JJ.) no such custom was found 
proved in mohalla Sultdnganj in the suburbs of Multan City. In the latter case 
reference is made to decisions bj judicial oflBcers in which pre-emption was assumed 
to exist in mohalla Sher Khan and in the suburb of Kirri Afghdndn ; and it was admitted 
that pre-emption prevailed generally in the city of MuUdn, but the history and charaotev 
of the Sultdnganj mohalla were found to be peculiar. 

In Punjab Record, No. 83 of 1888 it was held that in MultdnCitya special local 
<^U8tom had not been proved giving the owners of the house in front a preference 
over the owners of the house at tho back of the plot sold. 

In Divisional Coart case No. 41 of 1888 it was decided (24th April 1888) that 
pre-emption prevailed in mohalla Babran of Multan City. 

In Divisional Court case No. 163 of 1896 it was decided that the custom of pre-emp- 
tion in respect of shops did not exist in the town of Knhror. A n appeal (No. 2262 of 
1896) was rpjectcd by the Chief Court on 21st January 18r»7, at a preliminary hearing in 
chambers. 
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Supplement to Chapter II. 
Cuttoms of Sannidai and Bai/rdgi Fakirs (except Gunga Dhar 
Bairdgis) who own land. — The Fakirs Dhirajpuri of Sam^dh Kesbo- 
pnrf, Dhirpuri of Sam6dh Hangol, Bhairongir of Asth^nDevi Kanjkd, 
B4bd Narain Dds, PahWd Das and Bair^gi of the Narsinghpuri Temple, 
Baba Girdhdri L41 of the Akhdrah Gopal Bis, and Ratangir of the 
Taraf s of Multdn, say that the whole property of the head of the shrine 
descends to the disciple selected by him during his life as his 
successor. The other disciples are entitled to maintenance as long 
as they continue to serve at the shrine. They may leave when they 
like. If the head of the shrine misconducts himself he is deposed 
and his successor appointed by a general assembly of the brotherhood. 
Any disciple marrying is expelled. All property is vested in the head 
of the sluine, who cannot sell or alienate ife. He may mortgage it 
for the necessary repairs of the shrine after fully consulting the 
^* Panchdyat.'^ All income is expended on the shrine, or on feeding 
Fakirs. If a head of the shrine (mohant) has no disciples (chelas) his 
successor is appointed by a general assembly of the brotherhood. 

Examples. — ^Atin& Bam -and Hardds E^m of the shrine of Bdm Ghauira in Sftrai 
Sidhu were deposed by the brotherhood for immorality, and a snccessor appointed. 

Gokal Nath of the Maswanf and Bndh Ndth of the Devi Temple, agree with the 
other Pakir?, except that with them a msurriage is not absolutely prohibited. If a 
Fakir marries he is called " Oghar" j he may remain attached to the shrine, but ho 
cannot be elected mohant. 

Uddsi Fahirs, — Bhagwan Das of Hira L61 Dharmsalah, Hari Lai 
of Ram Golelah, Ram Kishen of Baggi Ram, Sant D&s of Rdm 
Tirath, Khem Das of Kalt^ri, Rdm Das and Sarfip Dds of Mangal 
Das, Atam ParkUsh of Gur Das, &c., Damodar D4s of Jhandi Duln, 
of Multan and its suburbs agree with the Bairagis * except that 
marriage is customary with them, only their children can inherit 
nothing, and the office of mohant is filled by appointment from the 
ohelas. If a man marries a widow, he is expelled. 

Examples. — Bab4 Khem Das of Kaltari, Damodar Das of Jhandi D{ian, Prem D^s 
of K&npat, married and had sons, but these succeeded to nothing. 

8ewa Panthi jPafcir*.— Isar Das, Sew4 Panthi, agrees with the 
Udasi Fakirs, but adds that if an outsider does a real service to the 
mohant the latter may give him some of his property. 

Example. — Bhii Tek Ohand, Sewa Panthi, gave a house and a shop in Multin to 
Bhaf Cbot Bam, whose children inherited it on his death. 

Kanjars. — ^Their custom is that all the daughters or other 
Kanjrfs, who may be in a Kanjar^s house at the time of his death, 

Pre-emptioh in mortgage*, — In Punjab Becord, No. 4 of 1888, a debision is given on 
a case of tahsil Shujabad in which it was alleged that a sale had been conducted 
under th^^guise of a mortgage in ojr der to defeat pre-emptors, it being admitted that 
mortgages were not subject to pre-emption, the Court decided that, the deed being on 
the face of it one of mortgage, the transaction must be treated as a mortgage. 

In Punjab Becord, No. 33 of 1890, it was held that no special custom was proved 
and that pre-emption extended to mortgajifes in mohalla Babrianwdla in Multan City 

In Divisional Court case No. 165 of 1896 it was decided (14th August 1896) that 
although in Bohar Darwilza of Multan City pre-emption applied to permanent transfers 
it did not extend to mortgages. 

Pre-emption in adhldpi.—See under Adlilapi, in Chapter III, Part II below, 

» In Divisional Court case No, 80 of 1885 it was decided (27th April 1886) that it wa« 
not proved th^^t by custom among Udasi Fakfrs tlie property off a deceased che^ of one 
broUierdevolyes jointly on that brother's descendants and the x)tk6r brothers ;fDuild that 
it derolyes on the descendants of deceased's Guru only.- Appeal rejected \3J the Chief 
Cpurt on 27th May 1886 in » prelimioary hearing in ohambera. 
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take equal shares of his property. If there are sons, they share 
alike WxHh the daughters. Any Eanjri leaving the house or marrying 
lo$e8 all claim on the property, but a son can never be excluded. 
Bitt a man may during his life make what disposition he likes oi his 
property aifiongat his heirs.* 



CHAPTER III-LAND TiSNUBES 

PART I.— CHAKDARS. 

Slf-^What is a Chakdar, and how does he fK^uire hi^ rights ? 

MULTAN. 

IJi^t answcired. 

Shujabad. 

l^e i^ the proprietor of the land and he acquires his rights by 
pnrdEdbse from the original proprietors, or by grants from the ruling 



Lodhean. 

(i). 3y the Lodhran men. He is a proprietor. 

(ii). Bjrtho Jal41pur men. He is a sub-proprietor and pays a 
d|ie to the fk'l& m&li^. 

Mailsi. 

Bif the proprietors, — The actual owner of the laud, who bears the 
profit and loss, is known as " chakd&r ^' ; the superior proprietor 
(aU malik) is distinct from him. 

By the tenante.— As the proprietors. 
Sabai Sidhu. 

By th^ proprietors, — There are no chakdars in this tahsil. 

{f5,-r-^liat we his rights and powers ? 

MULTAN. 

l^t answered. 

Seujabad. 

(i), Tp plant trees, sii:k wells, pay the revenue; enjoy the prof- 
its of cultivation, and mortgage or sell his holding. 

(ii). Ml those attached to zamind^ri. But chakdars who sink 
wells in the waste, or restore old wells, become adlapid4rs find pay 
liehh to the a^a malik. Other phakdars take zammd4ri from the 
fpb-proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

Those of ^ proprietor or sub-proprietor. 

• In DiTiiional Court caaei Not. 77, 89 and 201 cf 1896 ifc was decided (4th December 
1896) that no ipeoial castom had been proved among the Sarodis (dancing girls) of 
^f™"V^* • dangbter conld be deprired of her inheritance on aoconnt of her mairy- 
iii|; $£K6 anpib^r tribv, and that the general rule among Mubammadau f amilias it that 
dtt^iem saocead aocordiog to Huhammadan Law. This l^t aomtiou is baaed OO 
roDjab Afcara Kq. 69 of im, quotad undar answer (11) abore. 
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Mailsi. 
To pay the Government revenue and extend the cultivation. 
He has the full and complete rights and powers of a proprietor. 
Sometimes he has obtained the land from an original zamindar and 
he has to pay him half ser in the maund of the gross produce, but 
otherwise he is full proprietor, and generally speaking ''chakdar 
and proprietor are convertible terms. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
As No. 54. 

56.— What is a Easur-khwar and how does he differ from a 
chakdar ? 

MULTAN. 

Not answered. 

Shujabad. 

A mail who without interfering in the maiguzari enjoys a small 
share of the produce as the profits of a piece of land, or a canal or 
well. 

LODHRAN. 

By both circles. We mean by this a man who sinks a well, or 

digs a hassiy or makes an indigo vat in another's land and acquires 

no interest in the land itself. Nor has he anything to do with the 

onltivation, but in return for his outlay the proprietor gives him a 

v^portion of the produce xkaaur). 

. The latter owns the land, the former does not, but has only an 
interest in it as long as the thing made with his capital lasts. 

Mailsi; 
When the revenue was taken in kind, the share of the cultivator 
was first deducted, of the remainder half was taken by Government 
under the name of mahsul and half by the proprietor under the name 

of h(MUT. 

Saqai Sidhu. 
As No. 54. 

S?.— What does the original proprietor take from the ehakdar t 

MuLTAN. 

Not answered. 

Shujabad. 
The zaminddri originally agreed on between them. 

LODHRAK. 

By the Lodhran men. The chakdar is the real proprietor. 

By the JaUlpur men. He takes fcafc zammdari at various rates 
which are given in the Wdjib-ul-arz. 

Mailsi. 

He generally receives half a ser in the maund of tJl^a grp^s 
produce^ and has no further rights. 

SaKAI SlPHU. 

A0KO.M. 
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58.- What is a " lachh Khwar." 

MULTAN. 

Not answered. 

Shujabad. 
Not answered. 

LODHBAK. 

By the Lodhrdn men. We have no lichh. 

By the Jal^lpur men. It is the mdlikdna taken by a proprietor 
from a tenant who pays the revenue. 

AIailsj. 
Not answered. 

Sakai Sidhu. 
Not aniwered. 



PART II.— ADHLAPI. 



59.-- What are the usual shares in adhlapi ? Who bears the coat 
of Binking the well ? Is the agreement verbal or written ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietor 8. '^Hali belongs to the proprietor of the land 
and half to the sinker of the well. The whole cost of the first sinkings 
is borne by the sinker, but subsequent expense is divided equally, 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — A 'sum is generally given as jhuH or 
naatdrdna. The sinker of the well becomes proprietor of half and. 
hereditary cultivator of the other half. There are two kinds of adhlapi, 
one in which the sicker of the well receives the produce and pays the 
revenue of the whole, giving the original proprietor only limh ; the 
other in which he pays the revenue and ^ves lichh for one-half only 
and pays in kind for the other half. * In the former case he pays the 
whole cost of sinking the well, in the latter only half. An adhlapi 
agreement is generally written. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. But they add that severar 
wells have been sunk by adhlapi on verbal agreements only. 

LODHRAN. 

By the proprietor s^^-The adhlapi agreement may be either writ- 
ten or verbal. The sinker bears all the cost of sinking and of break- 
ing up the waste, and sometimes he has to pay the proprietor a pre- 
mium called lungi. Usually the shares are half and half, but this 
is a matter of mutual and previous agreement. Sometimes, if the land 
is poor and the cost of sinking the well great the sinker will take two 
shares and the proprietor one. On the other hand where the cost is 
little and the land good, the share may be the proprietor two, the 
sinker one. 

HgBampUi.^NBMir, Uterah of Baealpur, sunk a well in the land of Gaman Khan, 
Gbalv of Thattoh Gbaloan, and paid Bf « 25 lungi. The nharoa wort haU fuid half. 
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(2). Two wells were tank on the lands of Dhannn Mai of Kotlah A If Dasti ; in 
on© the shares were proprietor one-third, sinker two-thirds, and in the other proprietor 
one-fonrth, sinker three-fourths. 

(3). Kiln Ariin snnk a well on hnlf shares in (he land of TodI Mai and Gbtaan 
Mai in Thadda Tahfm, and paid them Bs. 45 as Kingt. 

(4). Yird Biloc]^ snnk a well in the lands of Ldl Kh^n in Shnj&atpnr, and the 
shares were L&l Khan one-third, YArd two-thirds. Tn the Sultan Aodar well the shares 
are L&\ Khin two-thirds, the sinker one-third. ' 

Matlsi. 

By the proprietors. — The general custom is that tlie sinker and 
proprietor each take half, sometimes a proprietor gets a Karar to 
advance money for the sinking of a well on special terms which are 
embodied in a written agreement. In the Kahror circle if the land 
is especially good the sinker of the well occasionally takes only one- 
third and he may even give the proprietor a nazardna ; on the other 
hand, if the land is inferior, he may take two-thirds. But these are 
exceptions ; the general custom is for the shares to be half and half. 

By the tenants — As the proprietors. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors. — Half belongs to the sinker and half to the 
proprietor. The sinker bears all the cost. The agreement is generally 
written and sometimes the shares vary. 



60. —Does ^^adhlapi " prevail with regard to kachha wells ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors, — No. 
By the tenants.— -l^o. 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors, — No. 
By the tenants. — ^No. 

LODHRAN. 

By the proprietors, — We have no kachha wells. 

By the tenants, — Kachha wells are sunk, but not by adhldpi. 
But if a man break up waste and then sink a kachha well in it, tne 
shares are generally half and half. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors, — No. 
By the tenants, — No. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors. — No. 

61.— Who bears the cost of breaking up the waste ; providing 
the wood- work t)f the well ; the farm buildings ? ' 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — ^The sinker of the well. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors, — The sinker of the well. 
By the tenants.-^AB the proprietors. 
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LODHRAN. 

By the proprietors, — The sinker in the first instance ; sottietime«, 
but very rarely the proprietor pays half. But this is a matter of special 
agreement. Subsequent repairs are paid for half and half. 

Estamph.—Jn the well snnk by K61u ArAfin in the lands of Todft M»! and Gh6in»a 
Mai the coat of the wood-work waa borne.by both parties. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors, — There is no special custom ; the parties make 
an agreement amongst thenaselves. 

By the tenant ft, — As the proprietors. 

Sarai Sidhcj. 
By the propHetor,^, — The sinker in the first instance. 

61 (A)— .When these have once been provided, who pays for tlieir 
renewal and for repairs to the well ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors, — The two parties each pay half. 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors, — If the sinker of the well pays the revenue of 
the whole, giving the proprietors only lichh, he bears the whole 
cost ; but if he only pays half the revenue he only bears half the cost- 
By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 

Lodhran. 
By the proprietors, — By the parties according to their respective 

shares. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — They pay for it accofding to their shares Jks 
originally fixed. 

By the tenants.— A?^ the proprietors. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors,-— Both sinker and proprietor pay according;^ 
to their respective shares. 

61 (B) -.If after the well has once been pnt in working order, 
it fiEtUs in, who rebnilds it? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors,— As No. 61 (a) . 
By the tenants,— Ah No. 61 (a) . 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors, — As No. 61 (a). 
By the tenants, — As No. 61 (a). 
^ Lodhran. 

By the proprietors. — The parties according to their respective 

j-hares. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors,— The parties pay for it according to their 

original shares. 

But Ghulam Muhammad of Ludan says that m several cases 
he has stipulated that if the well falls in, the whole property shall 
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reverb to him. Dhola Mai contradicts this, and says that the land 
will continue to belong to the parties according to their shares. 

By the tenants. — The parties will pay according to their shares, 
generally half and half. 

Saeai Sedhu. 

By the 'proprietors.^-^ tLB No. 61 (a). 

62— If a '^Butahmar " tenant sink a well on ^adhlapi/' can the 
proprietor take half the land from him for his own cultivation!* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors.-^Yea. 

By the tenants.^Yes. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — If the sinker of the well pays revenue for 
the whole, the original proprietor cannot claim partition of a half, 
but he can do so if the sinker only pays revenue for a half. 

By the tenantsj'^AB the proprietors. 

LODEBAK. 

By the proprietors.^^YeSy the proprietor can take his share of 
the laud when he likes. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — Any agreement which may have been made 
will be carried out. 

By the tenants.^^As the proprietors. 
Sarai Sidhu. 

By the Proprietors.^^Y^B. 

63.— Does the original proprietor take from the sinker of the 
well any '^ hak zanuncburi^ «c." ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — ^Whatever conditions may have been agreed 
on by the parties, these will be observed. 

By the tenants.-^As the proprietors. 

Sbujabad. 

By the proprietors, ^^YeB, he takes the uamirhddri or lichh which 
may have been agreed on in each case. 

By the ^enonte.— As the proprietors. 

LODHEAN. 

By ihe proprietors.^-There is no general custom. Whatever 
agreement is made at the time of sinking the well, this will be carried 
out. 

* Iq Punjab Record No. 110 of 1885, in which an adhUpidar was awarded occupancy 
rights in the half of the well estate of which he was not proprietor, Boe J. remarked 
am follows: *' ihe general spirit of the answers in * Customary Laws' certainly is that 
the sinker of the well is not a mere tenant-al-will in the proprietor's half. Those who 
deny his right of occupancy only aesert the proprietor's power of taking the land wh§n 
h€ r9qmre$ it for hi$ cum u«e, and this I believe to be the trae account of the custom, that 
iMf of the general feeling of the coantry. But as stated by the Mailsi men the question 
ifl one of agreement, and thii would Tary according to the me»na and roquirementt of 
ihe partief." 
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Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — As No. 62. 
By the tenants. — ^As No. 62. 

Saeai Sidhu. 
By ^^6 proprietors.— Whatever agreement has been made originally 
is acted on. 

64.— 'Is there a right of pre-emption in adhlapi ?* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — ^Yes, provided the person exercising to whom 
the right belongs accepts all the conditions originally agreed to by 
the parties to the adhlapi. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — No claim on the ground of pre-emption can be 
put forward to prevent the sinking of a wellby od/iZapt. If, when a well 
has thus been sunk the original proprietor of the land sells his share, 
the neighbouring proprietors have a right of pre-emption in preference 
to the sharer in the adhlapi well. But no case has as yet occurred. 

By the tenants, — ^As the proprietors. 

LODHEAN. 

By the proprietors at Lodhran. — Pre-emption does not extend to 
sinking the well. But when it has been sunk, and the sinker wants 
to sell his share he must offer it to (1) the proprietor of the land, 
(2) associated kinsmen (3) the neighbouring proprietors, (4) other 
khewatddrs. If any special condition has been inserted in any 
Wdjib-uUarz, it will be followed. . 

By the proprietors at Jaldlpur. — The same, except that they 
interpose &U m^liks between the associated kinsmen and the 
neighbouring proprietors.t 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors.^^No such claim has as yet been put forward. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 

Sabai Sidhu. 

By the proprietors.-^Yes, 

65.— If a man digs a ^^ kassi " and another man takes water from 
it, what does he pay the digger and what is this payment called ? 

MulTan. 
By the proprietors, -^Ke pays him one-eighth of the whole produce 
and tins is called athog. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors. — He pays from 1 ser to 5 sers in the maund ; 
the general rate is 4 sers, and it is called hasur. The taker of the 
water becomes responsible for clearing the kassi and giving chhers, 

•In Punjab Eecord, No. 157 of 1883, it was held that the transfer of half a well with 
the land attached thereto in adhlapi tenure, i.e., in proprietary rights in consideration of 
the transferee restoring a ruined well and payiug a premium in cash, is a eale within 
the meaning of Section 9 of the Punjab Laws Act, so as to be subject to the right of 
pre-emption ; and a pre-emptor who undertakes to carry out all the terms of the contract 
is ©ntitled to a d6or«a putting him in the place of the adhldpidar. 

t The Temacalar (which should be seen) differs somewhat from this. 
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By the tenants. — As the proprietors. But Beta R4m, Niamta Mai 
and Thakar Da3 say they take 16 sers ia the maund from those who 
take water from their kassi. 

LODHEAN. 

By the proprietors. — The custom varies, sometimes the parties 
divide the proprietors' share {mahsul) equally. Sometimes the owner 
of the kassi takes 2 or 2i sers per maund on the whole produce. 
This is called dbidna.* 

By the tenants. — ^The general rate is one-sixteenth of the whole 
produce after deducting zamindiri and other dues. 

Mailsi. 

By the 2>roprieior5.— Sometimes he takes a cash rate under the 
name of ^biana and the amount of this varies greatly. When a 
portion of the produce is taken, the general rate is half the mahsiUy 
but this too is not universal, each case is generally the subject of 
special agreement. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors — ^This is not a general custom ; where it exists, 
the owner of the kassi takes whatever may have been agreed on, and 
this is called dbidna. 

PART III.-TENANTS. 

66.— What are the various names of tenants ? 

MULTAN. 

'^Muzarah,'' ^'Wahiwdh,*' "Kdrindah," "R&hak/' " Butah-mfir,'' 
" Mundhi-mdr,'' "Lichhdin,'' " Waholah-m6r.'' 

Shujabad. 
'' Maurusi " and " Ghair-maurusi.'^ 

LODHRAN. 

At Lodhrdn " MuzSrah,'' " Beli," Rdhak,*' " Blatah-mfir.^^ The 
Jalilpur meeting added : " Ri^ya " " Mundhi-m&r.'' 

Mailsi. 

"Muzirah,'' " Rihak/' " Kasht-kar," '' Riaya/' '' God-kash.'* 

Saeai Sidhu. 

(1) Muz^rifo Jamahf,i.e., revenue payers; (2) Muzfiri&n Taraddadi, 
who sink a well and have a share with the proprietors ; (3) do. do., who 
clear the land ; (4) simple Muzarian who own their ploughs and 
bullocks ; (5) Muzarian Lichhain, whose ploughs and bullocks are not 
theirs; (6) Rahaks or men who receive pay and food from the 
proprietors. 

67.— What are the meanings of the difEerent names ? and what 
are the customs of the tenancies ? 

Mult AN. 
'^ Bdtah-m4r/' ^^ Mundhi-mir/' " Waholah-m&r " are considered to 
have a permanent right of occupancy, unless some special agreement 



• More oommonlj hasUr, 
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has been entered into, or unless the tenant has received pajrment for 
clearing the land. The tenant may cultivate lumself or sub-let and 
alienate by mortgage, sale and gift. 

'Example. — Badah, son of Jiwan, Arain of Eaabah, sold his righfc to Bemal Kar^r. 
A '* Rdhak^^ is considered a paid servant of the proprietor, and 
can be ejected at any time. " WAhi-w^h " has no right of occupancy ; 
he may be ejected at the end of the harvest, or the conditions of his 
tenure may be altered. '^ Lichh&in " cultivates with the cattle of 
another man ; he receives no pay, but after the harvest he and the 
owner of the cattle divide the produce equally. Ha may be ejected 
at the close of the harvest.* 

Shujabad. 
These names were introduced on the commencement of Englisli 
Rule, and all tenants who had cultivated for 12 years were classed 
as maurusisj and those who had cultivated for a lesser period were 
classed as ghair-maurusis, A maurusi has a hereditary right of 
occupancy. 

LODHRAN. 

A. — At the Lodhr^n meeting. *' Muz^rah " (from zardt) means 
cultivator. '* R^hak '' (from, rarh) the same. These supply their 
own seed and bullocks, and take the cultivator's share of the produce 
{rahkdm) . 

" Beli '^ is a mere farm servant, working for wages with his 
master's seed and bullocks. 

The Butah-mfir (breaker up of waste) cannot be ejected, and he 
has the power of sub-letting his land, in which case what he takes 
from the sub-tenant is called " Bhuwang.'' 

B. — At the Jalalpur meeting. Generally as at Lodhrfin. But 
the man who is there called " Beli '' is here called Rdhak, and all 
non-proprietors are called " Riaya,'' whether cultivators or merely 
residents of the villages. 

We call the Butah-m<ir tenants Mundhi-mAr and we can eject 
them, but if we do so at the end of the first year we must pay them 
compensation for breaking up the waste. But none is needed after 
two or three years. 

f I doubt this statement about the ejectment of Mnodhimlrs. — C. B.] 

Mailsi. 
Muzarah, Rahak, Knshtkdr, Ridya, mean merely '^ cultivator " 
and the condition of these classes of tenants depends on the agreement 
made with the proprietors. The God-kash is entitled to hold his 
land as long as he pays the proprietor his mahsul ; if he fails in this, 
he may be ejected. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
No. (1) sink the well, clear the ground and pay the Government 
revenue and cesses, giving the proprietors only a fixed mdlikdna. 
They cannot be ejected, and if their land is carried away and restored 
they recover it. They can make gardens. But they cannot sell or 
mortgage their holdings. They can use the trees. No. (2) bear half 

• The Licbhdin is an ngricultural labourer who does Dot provide seed or baUooks 
bat reoeivea shue of the produce and not a fixed remuueration. 
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the cost in sinking the well and hold a half share in it. No. (3) do not 
bear the cost of the well, but only of clearing the ground. The pro- 
duce is divided : tenant two-thirds, proprietor one-third. Bot the 
tenants take half the mahstil, and the parties each paf half the jama, 
and the tenant pays mdlikdna from the cultivator's two-thirds. The 
tenant cannot sell or mortgage nor can he be ejected. No. (4) pay 
whatever has been agreed on ; they can be ejected at the end of the 
harvest No. (5), in this case the produce is divided into four shares, 
of which two go to the proprietor as proprietor of the land, and one 
to him as owner of the ploughs and bullocks, leaving one share to 
the tenant for his labour. No. (6) are mere paid servants. 

68.— Can a tenant sink a ^^ pakka'' well without the proprietor's 
consent! If so, on what terms f* 

MULTAN. 

He cannot do so except in the villages of Gith-bar6bar, Lutfi- 
bad, Firozpur. In these tenants who have been present since the 
founding of the village and have sunk wells take kasur. 

Shujabad. 

No. 

LODHSAlf. 

No. 

Mausi. 
No. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
No, he cannot do so without the proprietor's consent. 

69.— Can he similariy sink a ^^ kachha " well ? and does he acquire 
any rights thereby ? W hat is the cost of a ^^ kachha " well and who 
bears it? 

MuLTAN. 

It is not the custom to sink kachha wells. 

Shujabad. 
As No. 68, no tenant has ever sunk such a well. 

LODHBAK. 

At Lodhrfin. Kachha wells are not sunk in our villages. 

At JaUlpur. A maurusi tenant can make a kachha well, but a 
tenant-at-will cannot do so. If he does, he acquires no rights. If 
the mavrmsi makes the well he bears all the cost. 

Mailsi. 

If he sinks a well with the consent of the proprietor he will be 
entitled to compensation on ejectment. 

But ifc is generally admitted that no such case had ever occurred. 

* This and the next answer are now goyemed by Beotions 63 and 64> of the Punjab 
Tenancy Act, 1887. 



Digitized by 



Google 



Ixii LAND TENURES (tENANTS). . 

Sarai Sidhu. 
It is not the custom for him to do so ; were he to do so he would 
acquire no right of occupancy or claim to compensation. 

If the proprietor gives his consent he bears the expense. 

70.— Can a tenant cut trees on his well land for the repair of 
his well gear without the proprietor's consent ?* 

MULTAN. 

No. 

Shujabad. 
No. 

LODHRAN. 

A.— At the Lodhrdn meeting. No class of tenant can do so. 

B. — At the Jaldlpur meeting. If the proprietor is absent, and 
there is danger of the well being stopped he can cut without waiting 
for him, 

Mailsi. 
Yes, if the proprietor is non-resident and his consent consequent- 
ly cannot be obtained, otherwise his consent is necessary. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
Yes, Muzdrifin Jumahi can do so. 

71.— May a tenant build a dwelling house on his proprietor's 
land ? and may he cut trees on his well land for this purpose ? and 
on ejectment may he dispose of the materials ? 

Mult AN. 
He may, with the proprietor's consent, cut any trees for this pur- 
pose except tahli and date trees, but he cannot remove them on 
ejectment. A tenant-at-ivill cannob build a house at all or cut trees 
without his proprietor's leave. 

Shujabad. 
1^0, and he has no power to dispose of the materials on eject- 
ment. 

LoDHRAN. 

Our custom is for the proprietor to build the tenant's house for 
him. The tenant may cut wood for this with the proprietor's consent. 
But he cannot remove the materials on ejectment. 

Mailsi. 
He can do so with the consent of the proprietor ; but he can- 
not remove or sell the materials on ejectment. 

Sarai Sidhu. 
He may build a house and he may cut trees for it with the 
proprietor's consent. He cannot dispose of the materials when he 
leaves. 



* The matters dealt with in answers 70 to 75 are for the most part noted in the 
Tillage wajib'UUarMB, 
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72— If a tenant buy "Sirkanah" or wood and use it for 
the repair of Ms well or nouse^ can he remove or dispose of it on 
ejectment ? 

MULTAN. 

Yes. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors.^^'No, he cannot do so. 

By the tenants. — Yes, he can. But he cannot remove any 
materials supplied by the proprietor, or even his own when doing so 
will injure the house. 

LODHRAN. 

He can under these circumstances remove the wood-work of the 
well, but not the materials of his house. 

Mailsi. 
By the owners. — No, he has no such power. 

By the tenants. — ^Yes, he can do so, if he purchased the materials 
entirely at his own expense. 

Saeai Sidhu. 
Yes, he can do so. 

73.— May a tenant plant trees in his holding with or without 
the proprietor's consent? If he does so^ what is the proprietor's and 
what the tenant's share in them ? May he sell or cut them on eject- 
ment? 

MuLTAN. 

By the 'proprietors. — Fruit trees may not be planted without the 
proprietor's consent. If he consejit, whatever agreement may have 
been made will be observed. Kikar, her and such trees grow spon- 
taneously. 

Shtjjabad. 

By the proprietors. — No. If he plant fruit trees with the pro- 
prietors consent he will take whatever share of the fruit may have 
been agreed on. 

By the tenants. — ^As the proprietors. 

LODHKAN. 

By the proprietors.-^A.^ At Lodhran. No, if he does so, they will 
belong to the proprietor, and he cannot sell them or cut them on 
ejectment. 

B. — At Jaldlpur. As Lodhran. If a tree is planted with the 
proprietor's consent, special terms are made. 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors. — He cannot do so without the proprietor's 
consent, and even if this consent is given the tenant has no power to 
sell or remove the trees. 

By the tenants. — The tenant's right in fruit trees is the same as 
his right in the land, and he takes the same share of the produce. 
He has no right to sell or remove them. 
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Saeai Sidhu, 
By the proprietors. — ^Muziridn Jamahi can do so without the 
proprietor's consent and the latter gets no share of the trees. But 
he cannot cut or sell them on leaving. Other tenants cannot plant 
trees without the proprietor's consent. 

74.— What share has a tenant in date or other trees of , sponta- 
neous growth ?* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietore.^^'None, such trees belong entirely to the pro- 
prietor. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors, — ^None, except what the proprietor may allow 
him to gather for his own eating. 

By the tenants.-^Aa the proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

By the tenant*.— He has no share. 
Sxampl$$, — ^The treee on the vreQ of AUayir and (Khada Bakhtli fmutruek in Kh£n 
Belab. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — ^None at all. 

By the tenants. — ^The tenants have no right to any particular 
share, but they may take what they want for their own eating. 

Sabai Sidhu. 
By the proprietor*.— Muz6ri6n Jumahi own the whole of the trees 
in their holdings, other tenants have no share at all. 

75«— If a tenant give water to fruit trees near his well^ does he 
take any share in the fruit f 

MuLTAN. 

By the proprietors. — There is no general custom ; the parties will 
make their own agreement. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors.'^B.e is not entitled to any share, but Uie pro- 
prietor gives him some of the fruit. 

By the tenants.^^As the proprietors. If any special agreement 
has been entered into, it is observed. 

LODHBAK. 

By the proprietor*.— No. 

Esompk.— Notan Mai in Samr4n and Salimat Bai in Wltd Salimat Bal, water 
their gardens from their tenants' wells and pay them nothing. 

By the tenants. ^^The case very seldom occurs ; when it does, it is 
a matter for special agreement. 

Mailsi. 

By fhe proprietors.'^lSo share is fixed ; he gets whatever the pro- 
prietor may give him. 

By the tenants.-^As the proprietors. 

• A tenant-at*wiU generally has no share of the frnit as a right| bat lie Often 
reeMTM aehare in rotani for looking alter the trees. 
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SARil SiDHTT. 

By the proprietors.— There is no custom about this ; should a 
tenant thus give water he will take whatever may have been agreed 
on. 

76.— Can a tenant^ to improve his holdings di^ a watercourse or 
make a dam ? If he does so^ does he acquire any right of occupancy^ 
or claim to compensation on ejectment ? * 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — He may do so, but in the absence of special 
agreement, he acquires no occupancy rights or claim to compensation. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors, — He can do so, but he acquires no rights or 
claims thereby. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

By the proprietors. — By custom the tenant digs the water-courses. 
He cannot make a dam ; if he does so he acquires a claim to compensa- 
tion on ejectment but no right of occupancy. 

By the tenants. — The tenant is bound by custom to make the water- 
courses. He acquires thereby no claim to anything. 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors.— T3.e cannot do so without bis proprietor's con- 
sent and he acquires no right thereby. But it is generally admitted. 
tbat the case has never occurred. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 
Sabai Sidhu. 

By the proprietors. — If he does so with the proprietor's consent^ 
whatever agreement may have been made will be carried out. 

77.— If a tenant cultivates indigo does he acquire a r^ht of 
occupancy as long as the plant (mundhi) is in the ground f 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — Yes, if he continues to water it. If the 
proprietor waters it, the tenant is only entitled to half the cultivator's 
share, after deducting the usual expenses of cultivation and 
manufacture. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — If the tenant gives up the land when the 
mundhi is in the ground he receives the price of the seed, but he has 
no right. 

By the tenants. — ^As the proprietor. 

LODHRAN. 

By the proprietors,— Yes, and if the proprietor eject him ho has 
a claim to half the seed. 

By the tenants. — Yes. 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors.^^Ii proprietor eject the tenant, as long as the 
jndigo plant is in the ground, he must pay him the cost of seed and of 

• See Sections 63 and 64 of the Punjab Tenancy Act, 1887. 
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cultivation. If the tenant leaves voluntarily he is entitled only to the 
cost of seed. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 

Sarai Sidhd. 

There is very little indigo cultivation. The tenant is entitled to 
the plant as long as his occupancy lasts ; if he is legally ejected, he 
loses all claim. 

78.— Is it the custom to leave cotton plants in the gproundfor 
more than one year ? and if so^ has the tenant any r^hts in it ? 

MULTAN. 

By ths proprietors. — It is not the custom. 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors, — No. 
By the tenents. — No. 

LODfiRAN. 

By the proprietors.—No. 
By the tenants, — No. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — No. 
By the tenants, — No. 

Sarai fciiDHu. 
By the proprietors.— It is not the custom to leave the plant. If it 
is left, then answer as No. 77. 

79.^ At what season is the tenant ejected? and must notice of 
ejectment be served on him on particular time before ?* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors.^Tenhnts are ejected in Wais4k at the com- 
mencement of the Sambat year. Notice is given before the kharif 
harvest. It must be given a month before the ejectment. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — Tenants are ejected in most villages in 
H4r after the rabi harvest, but in the sugar-cane growing villages 
they are ejected in January. No particular time is fixed for serving 
the notice. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 

LODHRAN. 

By the proprietors.- He is ejected after the produce has been 
divided. No particular notice is required, but if the tenant has 
been allowed to begin to cultivate again, he must stay on for another 
year. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 

MAasi. 

By the proprietors, — The tenant is ejected at the end of H&r 
after the rabi harvest. No time is fixed for the giving of notice. 

By the ^e?ian^^.— As the proprietors, with the proviso that the 
power of ejectment extends only to tenants-at-will. 

• With reference to the time of ejectment, see Section 45 of the Punjab Tenanoy 
▲cl 1887. 
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Sabai Sidhu. 
£y the proprietora.^Thej are ejected at the end of therabi 
liarvest. No particular time is required for the notice. 

80.— In the absence of a written agrreement^ can the proprietor 
generally eject a tenant at the end of the year f 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — As long as a " maurusi '' tenant keeps up the 
cnltiyation of his holding he cannot be ejected. If he intentionally, 
or from want of means, allows it to fall out of cultivation, he 
may be ejected. A tenant-at-will can always be ejected. 

Shcjabad. 
By the proprietors. — ^Tes. 
By t1^ tenants. — Yes. 

Lodhran. 
By the proprietors. — Yes. '■ 

By the tenants. — Yes. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors, — Yes, written agreements are very unusual, 
but in the Kahror Circle a written lease is sometimes given by the 
proprietor. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors and as No. 79. 

Sabai Sidhtt. 
By the proprietors.'^Yes. 

81.— For what agricultural operations is the tenant responsi- 
ble?* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. ^The tenant is responsible for ploughing, 
sowing, harrowing, clearing water-courses {hassi and paggu), giving 
''chhers" on the canal, manuring, in short for the entire cultivation. 

Shujabad. 

By ^Ae wopWe^or*. —For the whole of it, viz., ploughing, clear- 
ing the land, watering it, providing agricultural implements, manur- 
ing, cultivating at proper seasons, clearing the canals and ftomf, 
weeding, making indigo and sugar (gur) . 

By the tenants.— As the proprietors. ., 

LODHBAN. 

By the proprietors.^^At Lodhran. Ploughing, sowing, irrigat- 
i^gy guarding the crops, clearing the canals and water-courses, thresh- 
ing and manuring. 

At Jal^lpur. The same as Lodhrfc, with the addition that the 
tenant is bound to protect the cultivation from floods. 

By the tenants.-' As the proprietors. 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors.'-FoT the whole of the cultivation, viz., 
ploughing, clearing the land, watering, guarding the crop, repair of 

* Generally speakiog it will be foand that where the Jea88<8 are loDg the expense 
of clearance is undertaken hy the owner, who, however, generally reoonps himtelf, 
aiihar wholly or partly, by taking a higher rate of rent or by taking some eztta daot 
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agrionltnral implements^ clearing the small distribntaries (paggv) 
«nd the Goyemment Canals^ the larger distribntaries {kasM) being 
cleared by the proprietors. There are special customs about cutting 
indigo and picong cotton. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 
Sarai Sidhu. 

By the proprietors. — For watering, ploughing, sowings watering 
again, guarding the crop, cutting and threshing. 

82.— What is the cnstom regarding the raising of rents within 
the term of settlement? Can the proprietors raise them? If so, to 
what limit?* 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors, — The rents of tenants-at-will can of course be 
raised; but those of occupancy tenants can only be raised when the 
proprietor has improved their holdings at his own expense, by digg^g 
water-courses, &c. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. —They can only be raised in the case of 
maurusis by a judicial decree, but they can be raised reasonably in 
the case of ghair-maurusis on penalty of ejectment. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

. By the proprietors — At Lodhrdn. Rent rates in kind are fixed 
for entire villages, and these cannot be raised. Cash rents cannot be 
raised within the term of settlement. 

At Jalalpur. The rents of tenants-at-will can be raised at the 
commencement of the year. Those of maurHsis can also be raised, in 
kind to half, and in cash to double. 

By the tenants.---' As the proprietors. 

Mailsi. 

By the proprietors. — The rents of tenants with a right of occu- 
pancy (maurusis) cannot be raised within the term of settlement, but 
those of other tenants can be raised at the will of the proprietors. 

The Kahror proprietors say that the rents of maurusis have never 
yet been raised. 

By the tenants. — The rents of maurusis can never be raised : 
other rents can be raised at will. 

Sarai Sidhu. 

By the proprietors. —-In the absence of any agreement the pro- 
prietor can raise rents, but it is not the custom for him to do so. 

83.— Does the manure in villages belong to the owners of the 
land or to the owners of the cattle whether agriculturists or not ? t 

MuLTAN. 

By the jjropne^or^. — Cultivators take the manure of their own 
cattle ; that of other cattle belongs to the village proprietors. 

m: • 8ee 8©ctionB 20—25 of Pnnjab Tenancy Act, 1887. 
:i> Th« matters dealt with in aniwen 88 to 85 are for the moft part reoordtd in the 
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Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — ^The manure of the cattle of non-agriculturists 
belongs to the village proprietors^ that of the cattle of agriculturists 
may be used by cultivators on their own land, but may not be 
sold. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

By the proprietors and tenants. — It belongs exclusively to the 
owners of the land. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors. — It goes to the owners and occupiers of the 
land, the owners of the cattle. Non-agriculturists have no claim to 
it. 

By the tenants. — As the proprietors. 
Sabai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors. ^It belongs to the owners of the cattle. 
[I doubt ibis.— C. B. ] 

84.--0an a tenant resident in the village use his manure for his 
own: holding ? or has he to ask his proprietor's leave ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors, — If the abddi in which he resides is shdmilqt' 
deh he can use it at will. If the abddi is held in severality, and the 
residence of the tenant belongs to a proprietor, other than the one 
under whom the tenant cultivates, then the manure belongs to the 
proprietor of the abddi. 

Shujabad. 

By the proprietors. — He may use it for his own holding, but he 
may not remove it. 

By the tenants. — ^As the proprietors. 

LODHBAN. 

By the proprietors and tenants. — ^Yes, for his holding in that 
village. But if he cultivates in another village, he cannot remove 
the manure without the proprietor's leave. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors.^ The tenant has full power to use his manure 
on his own holding, but he cannot take it to another well, or 
sell it. 

By the tenants, — As the proprietors. 
Sabai Sidhu. 
By the proprietors.^^Yes, he can do 8o without asking the 
proprietor's leave. 

» 
85.— May a tenant^ on ejectment, remove his dunghill ? 

MULTAN. 

By the proprietors. — The cultivator has no power to remove and 
sell the manure. 

Shujabad. 
By the proprietors.-^-No. 
By the ^enon^.— rNo. 
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LODHBAK. 

By the proprietors and tenants,— No. 

Mailsi. 
By the proprietors.— No, it will pass to the incoming tenant. 
By the tenants.-^As the proprietors. 

Sabai SiDHir. 
By the proprietors. — ^Tes. 

86.— If a A;flwm plants a tree near his honseiOr if one grows 
spontaneonslyi how is its produce shared between mm and the pro- 
prietors ? 

MULTAN. 

Not answered. 

Shitjabad. 
Not answered. 

LODHBAN. 

At Lodhrfin. They take half and half. 

At Jalalpur. If the tree is planted with the consent of the pro- 
prietor, then they take whatever may have been agreed on. If 
without his consent, then the kamin has no rights. 

ExcLmples, — 1. Azmat, lambard&r of Shlnf, thai took trees from Malirah Mooh£ M&d 
Kaora Mir&sf. 

2, A ahUham was thas taken from B&kra Mir&sf ia Earmtinwili ; he lued for it, 
and his claim was dismissed. 

8. Trees were taken from Abmad P&oli aod Kh&nan Moohf in Bet Eech. 

Mailsi. 
A kamin has no power to plant a tree, he may eat the fruit of a 
tree of spontaneous growth. 

Sabai ^idhu. 
No kamin has as yet planted a tree in the waste ; should he do 
so, any agreement he may make will be carried out. If he plants a 
tree with the proprietor's consent near his house, the proprietor will 
allow }iim to take the fruit, but he cannot take it without his leave. 

SxampU. — In Baf(hd&d the proprietors take the frait of the trees before the 
kam(n$* hoases ; but they give them some of the dates oat of kindness. 

87.— If a maurusi tenant die without sonsi does his widow retain 
a right of occupancy ?* 

MULTAN. 

Not answered. 

Shujabad. 
Not answered. 

LoDHBAN. 

Yes, as long as she makes no change in the cultiyation. 

Mailsi. 
Not answered. 

Saeai Sidhxj. 
Not answered. 

* See Section 69, Fnnjab Ttnanoj Act, 1887. 
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CHAPTER IV.- ALLUVION AND DILUVION. 

PART II.— CUSTOM OF THE RAVI. 
PART II.— CUSTOM OF THE CHENAB. 

Section A. — Sarai Sidhu and I^ultan. 

Section B. — Shujabad and Lodhran. 
PART m.— CUSTOM OF THE SUTLEJ. 

Section A. — Lodhban. 

Section B. — Mailsi. 

PART I.— ON THE RIVER RAVI. 
Record of the Customary Law of Alluvion and Diluvion observed 
by the villages on both banks of the Rdvi, in the MulfcAn District, as 
declared at a meeting of the village representatives held at Sarai 
Sidhu, on 8th February 1878, by R^i Hukm Chand, Extra Assistant 
Settlement Officer. 

Question 1.— If land is washed away from a village on one side of 
the riveri and restored opposite the village on the other side^ does it 
continue to belong to its former owners, or is the ^^ deep-stream " the 
boundary of proprietary right ? 

Answer 1. — The villages Nos. 1 to 33 inclusive and village No. 43 in 

the list attached to this record follow the '^ deep-stream" {hand bannah) 

rule, and the former proprietors have no claim to the land so transferred.* 

But villages 34 to 42, and 44, 45, 46 follow give-and-take ('^ ien- 

den *') rule, and the former proprietors retain their rights. 

On the Sidhnii reach there is very little alluvion or diluvion ; when 
there is any, the following villages follow the " deep-stream'' rule : — 
Lift Bank. Eight Banc. 

1.— Baghdid ... i.— Hai&t Sh&h. 

ii. — Jdsah. 
2. — Bitiin ... i. — Daira Mahram. 

ii. — Khin Danlatana. 
iii.— Pallu Tirholi. 
It. — Akbar Sahd. 
8.— Shahidai Kandla i. — Daira Mahram. 
ii.^6iiir&Dah. 
ill.— Sii Sah6. 
iv.— Tirholi. 
y.-Hoif. 

▼i. — Hayeli Diwin Singh, 
vii.— Sultan Thirdj. 
i.- Bigar ... i.— Snltin Thir&j. 

ii. — Mansa MangUni. 
iii. — Jhallr Koiwili. 
iv. — Diwin Singh. 
▼. — H4ji DiwdDah. 
vi.— JhalAr Oh&zi. 
yii. — Him Chautra. 
viii. — JhaUr Kalewali. 
ix.— IsUm Hirdj. 
X.— Chak Torn, 
zi. — D£da&nah. 
5. — Sarai Sidhu ... i. — D&dndDah. 

ii, — Masti Mir&li. 
iii. — K&nweD. 

* In Divisional Conrt case No. 62 of 1889 it was found (December 24, 1889) that aa 
bttwMn Bela Panjn^na and Bimpur both parties accepted the deep-stream mlt , 
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Dispute. 

The lambardir of Kanwen asserted that between his village and Barai Sidha, as 
between it and Haveli Haidar Shah and Qh^zi Lak and Barjh, the gire-and-take rule 
preyailed, whilst the lambardar of Sarai Sidha maiotained the " deep-stream " rule ; 
PahlwAn, a proprietor of Sarai Sidhu, who owns land on both banks, also wished to 
observe the •* give-and-take " role : — 

The Extra Assistant Settlement Officer considered that the deep stream was the old 
cnstom, and that it should be adhered to. 

Memo. 
The villafres Nob. 84 to 42,44, 46 and 46, who follow the give-and-take rule, hare had 
their boundaries permanently demarcated at the present settlement by the Superin- 
tendents of Sarai Sidha and Shorkot jointly, and these will be followed whatever coarse 
the rirer may take hereafter. 

Ewampies. — A. Of the " deep-stream " rule : — 

1. Three years ago some land was transferred by the action of the river from 
Faridki to Munidn. The proprietors of the latter village still hold it. 

2. At the summary settlement land was transferred from BdpH Aya Khorah 
to Kakreri ; it was taken by the proprietors of the latter village. 

3. Two years ago land was transferred from N. to B. A. K. ; it is held by the 
B. A. K. men. 

4. In S. 1988 land was washed away from Btiprf "Did Eithia to Shahpur, and vice 
versA, la each case the new land went to the proprietors of the village to which it 
was washed. 

6. Ever since S. 1930 the land of Nakreri has been going over to Biiprf 
Mirz& Kithia, and for the last eight or nine years the lands of the latter villages hare 
been going over to Shahpur. 

6. Eighteen or nineteen years ago land was transferred from Muoi&n to Nuiratpor 
and vice versA. 

7. Fourteen years afro land was transferred from Nusratpur to Nawib Bhuti, and 
five years ago, from Naw&b Bhdti to Nusratpur. 

8. Land was transferred from Ghizi Pandah to Panjuanah. 

9. Twenty years ago land of Azfm Hiraj was transferred to Panjuinah, and five or 
six years ago the same land was again restored. 

10. Five or six years ago some jhaldrs of Tulamba were transferred to the other 
side ; they oame back again this year. 

11. Five years ago land of Jira Diugro, was transferred to Kachlamba. 

12. Last year and in the year before, land was transferred from Nuran Hirij to 
Rimpor and taken possession of by the proprietors of the latter villase; but it was 
awarded to Ndran Hirdj by a judicial decision passed on 14th May 1877. 

13. Ten or twelve years ago land of Ghnghatta Panjuanah was transferred to 
Panjuinah. 

14. In 8. 1911-12' some land of Bdgar was carried across the river, and taken 
possession of by the proprietors of Ohak Torn and H4ji Diwilnah. 

15. In Sawan Mai's time some land of Masti Mir&Ii was transferred to Sarai 
Sidhn, and two or three years afterwards the reverse took place. 

16. — Twelve or thirteen years ago some land of Gulpur was transferred to Laleri. 

17. Ten years ago land was transferred from Duluin to Chir&gh Sh&h Amb, and 
vice ver$&, and four years ago Dnlndn lands went over to Dhedhi, Dargaipor and Shah- 
pur ; five years ago Dhedhi lands went to Dulu&n. 

B. Of the " give-and-take " rule :— 

1. The lands of Pipal Mirdli arc now on both sides of the river, and are etill held 
by their old proprietors. 

2. So are lands of Sharff Fakir. 
8. And Lalerd. 

4. At the regular settlement Lalera lands went over to F£zil Sh&h, but the 
old proprietors retained their rights, and this happened when Fisil Sh&h lands were 
transferred to Laler& some thirteen or fourteen years ago. 

5. So too with Chauki Mohan's lands transferred to S&dah Hir&j seven or eight 
years ago and now restored. 

6. And with Muhammadpnr lauds carried across seven years ago. 

7. And the lands of Jah&nah Mirdli and Pipal MirlH generally. 

8. In a case decided judicially on 24th December 1675, by the Superintendent of 
Sarai Sidhu, the gire-and-tako c-.i&toin was held to be proved as between Kund 
Sarganah and Barjh. 
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(As regards the villages observing the ^' deep- stream'* rule). 

Qt^th'on 2.— When land is thrown up opposite a village, does it 
become the property of the whole village or only of those proprietors 
whose holdings &ce it ! 

Answer 2. — Only of proprietors whose holdings face it. 
tBamples.—l. A case decided judioiallj regarding land transferred from Nawib 
Bh&ti to Munidn last jear. 

2. Dalnin land transferred to Dhedhi five or six years ago. 

3. Ghazi Pindah land transferred to ?anjnllnah two jears ago. 

4. Land of Bela Fanjaiinah and Seman Hiraj transferred to E&mpor twelre 
years ago. 

6% Land thrown up by the river in BuprC Aya Kherah. 

Question 3.— A's land is on the river bank ; it is entirely carried 
away^ and the new bank is formed by B/s land. When land is 
thrown np opposite the new bank, will A. get it or B. ! 

Atiswer 3. — If B. has lost any of his land he will get enough to 
make up his former quantity; all the rest will belong to .A. 

Maample,— In Nakreri R4ja Shih*8 holding was cut away, and a part of Adham 
thih's. On the restoration of the land eight years s^o Adham Shah made up his 
proper quantity of land and Raja Shih took the rest. 

Question 4.— Wh^n a piece of land, capable of identification, is by 
a change in the course of the river transferred bodily from one side 
of the nver to the other, to whom does it belong ! 

Answer 4.— It always continues to belong to its original 
proprietors ; this custom is universal in all the villages on both 

banks.* 

B»ample$, — 1. Land thus transferred from Duludn to Chir&gh Shih Amb ten 
years ago. 

2. At the snmmary settlement land of Muni&n was carried across to Rodla; it 
continued to belong to its old proprietors, and was formed into the villsge of Nawib 
Bbtiti. 

3. Land carried from Nusratpur to Moni&n ten years ago. 

4. Land thus carried from Nuran Hirij to Bimpar was decreed jadioially to the 
former by the Superintendent of Sarai Sidha on 14th May 1877; 

6. Another decree was given on 2nd AoKust 1876 io faronr of Shahrlh of B&mpur 
for land of his village carried over to Seman Hirllj. 

6. The olaim of the Tulamba men to land broaght over from Bimpnr was dis- 
missed on 23rd June 1877. 

7. Lands of Chanki Mohan and Sadah Hirij which have been passing backwards 
and forwards for the last five or six years. 

AlUged Eaceptioni. — 1. — Fahlwdn of Gulpar Fanjirf says that between his Tillage 
and Lalera the deep-stream mle prevails even as re^rards this land. Bat he admits 
that no instance of land being thus transferred bodily- has ever oocnrred. 

2. Hassan Sbdh, lambarddr of Nakreri, admits that between his village and 
Farfdki the give-and-take rale prevails regarding this land, bnt he asserts that between 
Kakreri and Bdpri Muhammad Bahman, Baprf Ddd Kdthiaand Buprf Aya Kherah, the 
deop-stream mle prevails. The lambard&r of Bdprf, Mohammad Bahmin is 
willing to adopt either castom ; bot the others refase to accept the deep-stream rule. 
Here too it is admitted that no snoh transfer has ever uctnally occurred, and as in the 
former case the Extra Assistant Settlement Officer considers the exception not proved. 

8. Jallah, lambardir of Bagga Marad, says his land has been gradually carried 
orer to Bampur ; he thinks that if it comes back bodily it ought to belong to him. 

•This wasafl&rmed in Diyisional Court case 293 of 1839 by a decision, dated l$th 
Uaroh 1690, regarding lands in Nawib Bhdti and Botla. 
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The Bimpnr men refoeecl to agree to this j snoh a claim wat quite oppoied to tlie 
general onBtom, and the Extra AssistaDt Settlement Officer dediDed to record it as a 
cuatom. 

Quesh'on 5.— When land has thus been transferred by aTulsion^ 
and new land is formed in the bed of the old river between the land 
torn away and the village opposite, to whom does this new land 
belong ? thns :— 




Answer 5.— To the proprietors of the village, and not to the 
proprietors of the transferred plot ; they will only have a right to the 
land actually transferred. 

Thus in this illustration, land formed in channel C. would all 
belong to the proprietors of village B.* 

Examples have occurred,^!. Between Chughatta Panja£oah and Panjainah two 
years ago. 

2. Between Panju^nah and Ghizi Pindah five or six years ago. 

8. Between Farfdki and Siileh Shih Hithiir, confirmed by a judicial decision 
dated 20th July 1874. 

Note. — After the above answer had been recorded the lambardurs gave a petition, 
saying that they had not fully understood the matter. The ancient custom was that 
the new bed, after the old boundaries bad been restored, should be divided eqoaUy 
between the two villages. At the present settlement the case between Farfdki and 
84leh Sbih Hither already quoted oocarred, neither party appealed, becanse the 
land forming the new bed awarded entirely to Farfdki ooosiated of land formerly 
belonging to that village, whioh had been carried away by diluvion. Its restoration 
to Faridki was therefore correct, on the ground of restoring old boundaries. But 
this oase was considered as establishing the general principle that the land in the 
old channel belonged solely to the village and not to the plot cut away by avulsion, 
and this principle has been followed in all the cases decided at the present settlement. 
The people thus thought a new rule had been introduced, and they gave the answer 
above recorded. But the real custom is as they now declare it, v»«., that the yillagea 
on each side should first take back any land they may have lost by diluvion, and 
then divide the baUnoe equally. They support this statement by the following: — 

Examples, — 1. A case whioh occurred thirty-five years ago between the villageB 
of Kikri and M^nak Hir^j and Ba»?ga Mur&d. 

* In Divisional Court case No. 62 of 1839, referred to under answer 1 above, the 
ownera of A. failed to prove a custom by which the owners of B. were only entitled to ao 
mueh of 0. an came within 80 or 90 karams from their Bide of the rirer. 
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2. A case between Bela Fanjn&nah and Bimpnr thirty-two years ago. 

8. A case between Panjudnah and Qh&ti P&odah aod Azfm Hirij tbirty.five years 
ago. 

4. One between Panjninah, Nnsratpnr and Mnsdh Ali Khakb twenty-fire years ago. 

6. One between Mnoi&n and Nnsratpor ten years ago. 

6. A case between Dnln^n and Chiriigb Sbih Amb ten years ago. 

The Bxtra Assistant Settlement Officer considers this last statement of the oostom 
the ooxrect one, and that when new land is thus formed old losses should first be made 
good from it, and the balanoe should be dirided equally.* 

Question 6«— When the river divides into two streams of equal 
size^ to whom does the intervening land belong ? 

Answer 6. — If the intervening land has been formed by avulsion 
it will belong to its former proprietors according to the general rules 
of avulsion. If it is new land, formed from the bed of the river, it will 
belong to the village from which it is separated by the smaller stream. 
It is impossible for both streams to be exactly even; the water in 
one must be deeper and swifter than in the other. 

£»aw|)Zc.— Three years ago there were two streams between Chak Tord and BIgar : 
the Infeerrening island had been formed by avulsion from Chak Tom, it was claimed 
by fiagar on the groand of " the smallest stream ; " this claim was dismissed as th e 
i^and ?ra8 proved to have been formed by avulsion. 

QueiKon 7.— If new land is formed from the bed of the river to 
wh(mi does it belong ? 

Answer 7.— To the village next to which it is thrown up. 

QueiHon 8.— (To those who follow the *^ give-and-take " rule). If 
new land is thrown np in the bed of the river which is not included 
in your maps» to whom will it belong ? 

Answer 8. — The case cannot occur, for the whole bed of the river 
has been included in the new maps, and they will be followed. 

QtiMfton 9.— If a whole village has been carried away audits 
land is afterwards thrown up again^ to whom will it belong? 

Answer 9. (i). — By those who follow the ^'give-and-take*' rule. 
To the original proprietors. 

(ii).— By those who follow the deep-stream rule. No such case 
has occurred, should it occur, the land shall be given to the original 
proprietors. 

Question 10.— (To thoso who foUow the deep-stream rule). When 
new buid is formed opposite more than one village, how is it divided! 

Answer 10.— We first restore our old boundaries, and if there is 
any surplus we divide it by prolonging these boundaries. 

KxampU, — Four years ago some land was carried away from Dalnan aod thrown up 
oppoeite Dhedhi, Dargaipar and Shahpnr who each took what was opposite their own 
Tillage. 

• On the other hand, it was decided in DivisioDal Ooort case No. 293 of 1889 16th 
March 1690) that snoh land would be divided equally by the proprietors of the villages 
opposite without regard to the entries in the settlement record. 
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Question 11.— If a matirusi's land is cut away by the river, and 
afterwards restored, does the manmsi regain Iiis rights in it ? 

Answer 11.— There were maurusis in these villages and their 
state is as follows :— 

Ravi. 

1.— -Bdprf Muhammad Rahmfin. No case has occurred, nor is 
there any dispute between the proprietors and tenants. 

2.— Rotlah do. do. do. 

8.— Nusratpur. Land has been carried away, but not yet res- 
tored. There is no dispute. 

4.~M4nak Hirdj 

5. — JfimDangra 

6.— Sarai Sidhu 

7.— Bfigar 

3.**"Bati ••• *•• ... ... ••# 

9.— Barjh ... ... ... ,,« 

10,— Shakruw£la ... ... 

11.— N6r MirAli 

12.— S&i Mirfili 

18.— Dargaipur 

14.— Nakreri ... ••• ••• ••• ... 

15.— Munian. Maurfisis abandoned their entire holding. 

16.— Panjuinah 

17.— Rampur , 

18.— Dadu&nah 

19.— K&nwen 

Chenab. 
20.— Chauki Mohan As No. 1 

21,— Muhammadpur. Eleven Bighas were cut away and restored, 
and are now held by the proprietors. There is no dispute. 

22.— Chirfighwala. Bighds 17-2-9 were cut away and restored, 
and are now held by the proprietors. There is no dispute, 

23. — ThulNajib As No. 1 

24.— Nek Mdchi, Bighds 52-1-11 As No. 21 

25.— Bela Shdh Din As No. 3 
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ALLUVION IND DILUVION (RAVi). 



Ixxvii 



List of villages and their representatives who have attested the 
above record. 



Lift Bank. 


BiOHT Bank. 


Ko. 


Name of Tillage. 


KepreBent- 
atives. 


No. 


Name of Tillage. 


Bepresent* 
atiTes. 


1 


Dnlaln 


Debbu 


1 


Obidlgh Bh&h Amb, 
Dargaipnri Dhedhi, 
Shahpar. 


Hassan Bhih, 
C h a m b a, 
Earm Bhkh. 


2 


Bdpri Did E&tbia ... 


GhaldmHaidar 


2 


Shahpo:* 


Khizar Hayit 
Bhah, through 
Jam4ld£n. 


8 


BiipH Nilr Snltln ... 


fialtcin Mah. 
m fi d, Sajad 
Mebr Sb&b. 


8 


Do. 


Do. 


4 


Bdprf Mirsa KitHia 


KarmOhand... 


4 


Nakreri 


Haisan Bhih. 


6 


Bdprf Aya Kherah... 


Aeam, brother 
of Sultii]. 


5 


Do. 


Do. 


6 


Bahmin. 


D&dd 


6 


Do. ... t.i 


Do. 


7 


Farfdki ,„ 


WabAb and 
Farfd. 


7i 


SalehSiiihHith&r.. 


Umar Bhih. 








U 


Arazi KaQ Bar&mad 


Do. 








iii 


Mnniin ... •.. 


Ahmad, 
through 
Nawib. 


8 


Hawib Bhtiii 


Ahmad, ion and 
guardian of 
Naw£b. 


8 


Do. 


Do. 


9 


Botlah ... M. 


MehrSh£h ... 


9 


Do. Ml «.. 


Do. 


10 


NaBratpur 


SalUn 


10 i 
ii 


Do. 

Ohak Chantra Sarga- 
nah. 


Do. 
II* 








iii 


Jhalir in GoTem- 


Bnlttn, guar- 
dian of Easiffl. 










ment waste. 


11 


Miisftli AH EHakh ... 


Nanranga ... 


11 


Panjodnah 


Jallah. 


12 


Ghizi Findah 


Ahmad ... 


12 


Do. ... ... 


Do. 


18 


Azfm Hir&j 


M&chia 


13 


Bo 


Do. 


14 


Chnghatta Fanja« 

4nab. 
Sayad Sh&h Fakfr ... 


Mahmdd ... 


14 


Do 


Do. 


15 


Qui Shih ... 


16 


Do 


Do. 


16 


Bela Fanjii&nali ... 


Mohrndd 


16 


Do* ... t.* 


Do. 


17 


Bela Sikandar 


Th&kar DiB ... 


17 


Do 


Do. 


18 


Bela Sarwar 


Mebr Shuj4wal 


18 


Do. ... ..r 


Do. 


19 


Bela Seman Hirij ... 


Do. 


10 


B£mpur ... 


MahrShnj&wal 
and Mahman. 


20 


Bela Panjaanah ... 


Mahmtid ... 


20 


Do. 


Do. . 


21 


Bakaeri 


Mahmdd 


21 


Do 


Mahman. 


22 


Tulamba 


Thakar D&8 


22 


Panjainab ... •.. 


Jallah. 






and Giyana. 




Bdmpur ..r 


Mahman. 


23 


Khajjiw&Iah ... 


•»• 


23 


Do 


Do. 


24 


Minak Hirdj 


Bdkar 


24 


Do 


Do. 


25 


Bagga Murid 


Jallah 


25 


JjO» ... ••* 


Do. 


26 


Ahmadjir Hir&j ... 


Do. ... 26 


Do. 


Do. 
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Liet of viUagea^continviei. 



LsftBahk. 


BioBT Bank. 


No. 


Name Of Tillage. 


Bapreaanta* 

tires. 


No. 


Name of village. 


Bepresenta- 
tire^ 


27 


Ntom Hir&j ... 


Amfr 


27 


R&mpur 


Mahman. 


28 


Jim Dingra 


Asam... 


28 


Kachlamba ... 


... 


29 


Baghdad 


Bajad Ahmad 


29 


Jdsah 


Earm. 






6hdb. 




Hajit Shih 


Baknn-nd .d£a, 
Enreshi. 


80 


Bitiin 


Thikar Dia ... 


80i 


Daira Mahram 


Shflda. 








ii 


Kh&D Danlatina ... 


AzanK 








iii 


PhallQ Tirholi 


Amfr. 








IT 


Akbar Sahn 


... 


81 


Shab&dat Kandla ... 


t.i 


31 i 


Daira Mahram 


... 








ii 


Sasr&nah 


•*• 








iii 


Bii Safari 


Snltin. 






* 


ir 


Tirholi 


Vhinm. 








V 


UOu *•* ... *•« 


... 








vi 


HaToli Diwin Bingh 










?ii 


fialUn Third] 


**• 


82 


Bigat .«• •»• 


llehr Bhabl. 


82 i 


Do. 


..• 






mad. 


ii 


Mama MangUni ... 


.(• 








iii 


Jhalar Kotwili ... 


... 








iv 


Diwin Bingh 


... 








V 


H&ji Diw&na 


Hiji. 








vi 


JhalirGh&zi 


... 








Til 


R£m Ohantra 


... 








▼iii 


JhaUrKilewili ... 


... 








ix 


Islam Hiri] 


... 








z 


OhakTom 


Waryim. 








xi 


Diduinah 


... 


88 


SaniSidlia. 


Biihn D&M ..• 


331 


Do. 


• a. 








ii 


MasU Mirill 


UmU. 








iii 


Kinwen • 


Danlat Shih. 


84 


nareliHaidar 8h4h 


•■. 


84. 


Do. ... 


Do. 


86 


GhafLak 


Pahlw^n 


86 


Do. •«. ... 


Do. 


86 


Bar]h ... 1.. 


Pahlw&n and 


86 i 


Do 


Do. 






Sher. 


ii 


Eond Malk&nf ... 


Mahpa 








iii 


Ennd Sarg&nah ••. 


Mahr Salibat 
andHaisao. 








iy 


Ehntpnr Sindah ... 




87 


Bhakr&w&la 


Makr SnlUn... 


87 i 


Barbegi 


Mahr Bhih. 








ii 


Ennd Malkini ... 


Mahpil 








iii 


Eatilpnr 


Mahr Shih. 








iv 


Ennd Sarg&nah ... 


... 


88 


Knnd Sarglnah ... 


Bfahr 8al4bat 
and HasBan. 


88 


Do. ... 


Mahr SaUbat 
andHaasan. 


89 


Batf .*• •*• ••* 


Eisim 


39 


Ehntpnr Sindab ... 


Do. 


40 


NiirMiriU 


Bahadur 


40i 


Obak Diaa Mir&U ... 


Pahlwin. 








ii 


Ehntpnr Sindah •., 


Mahr SaUbat 
andHaasan. 








iii 


Jah&nahMurdli ... 


Jah&na. 


41 


Pfpal Mir&li 


Khin 


41 


Do 


Do. 


42 


Sharif Fakir 


Abd Maham. 
mad. 


42 


Ath Mnddi 


.«• 


48 


Oolpor Vlniiri 


Pablirin ... 


48 


Laler4 


... 
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Ljift Bank. 


Bight Bank. 


No. 


Name of Tillage. 


BepreBent* 
aUTei. 


No. 


Name of Tillage. 


Bepresent- 
fttiTea. 


44 
4ft 

46 


Sihib Langvi 
Fiiil Shih 

ChaQki MobaQ ... 


SiilUii 

Sbih Mah. 
mfid, Maqi6d 
Bhih and 
Sajad lUjaD. 

Mehr Snlt&n... 


44 

46 

46 


Laleri 

Do. ... ... 

S^dah Hir&j 
Lalerd 


Noiraft. 
Do. 

Khin. 
Da 



The Tillage representatireB noted above having c?iily atteaied iheanswera recorded, it 
18 ordered that these anair era be duly incorporated la t he record of Castomury Law drawn 
up at the present lettlement. 



Sabax Sidhu 
28ihFehruwry 1878 



,! 



(Sd.) HUKMCHAND, 
Extra Assiatant Settlement Officer. 



PART IL— ON THE RIVER OHENAB. 

Section A. — The Sabai Sidhxt akd Multan 
Tahbils op the Multan Distetct and Muza? pab- 
OABH Tahsil of ths Muzaffabqabh District. 

Section B. — The Shujabad and Lodhran Tahsils 
op the Multan District and tbe Muzapiab- 

GAEH AND AlIPUR TaHSILS OP THE MUZAPPARQABH 

District. 
Section A. — (Sarai Sidhu and Multan). 
Compiled at a meeting of the village representatives held at 
Naw^bpur on 25th April 1876, in the presence of the »Superintendents 
of the three tahsils and R^i Hukm Chand, Extra Assistant Settle- 
ment Officer, Multan, and Kh4n GhulSm Murtaza, Extra Assistant 
Settlement Officer, Muzaffargarh. 

Question 1— If land is washed away from a village on one side 
of the river, and restored opposite the village on tiie other sidei 
does it continue to belong to the former proprietors, or is the ^Meep- 
stream '' the boundary of proprietary right ! 

Answer 1. — In most of the villages the ''give-and-take'' 
{len-den) rule prevails, and the land continues to belong to its former 
proprietors ; but in the following villages the '' deep-stream '* (band 
bannah) rule prevails, and the land belongs to the village opposite 
which it is restored. 
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Villages following the *' deep-stream " rule : — 

MUI.TAN SIDE. MUZAFFAEOISH SIDE. 

1. — Muhammadpur 1. — Bindah Sarg&nah. 

2.— Chirigh Belah (property of 2. i.— Chirigh Belah (property of the 
Haidar Shdh). Traggars). 

ii. — Bindah Sarganah. 

t. i.— Bela Sb&hddi 8. i.— Adhah Chibatrah. 

ii.— Thul Najib ii.^AIipur. 

iii. — Nek Michi iii. — Sanmalot. 

4. — SaUrwihan 4. i. — Saomalot. 

ii.— Bdnaw&han. 

5.— >Akbarpnr 6. — Pakka Sandflah. 

Dispute 
Between the villages of Sal£rw&han, Multdn, and Mirdad. Masaffargarh, Sallrwahan 
deolares that they follow the deep-stream role, whilst Mirddd maintains the ** gire-and- 
take " rule. 

Opinion of both Extba Assistant Settlement OpricERs. 
A case between the two villages occurred in 1862. Some Mirddd land had been 
thrown up near Salarw&han, it was claimed by the Mfrddd men, and the claim was 
disputed by the Saldrwdban men, who asserted that the deep-stream rule prevailed. On 
81st July 1863 Masum Ali, Extra Assistant Commissioner, decided in favor of SalAr- 
w&han, but the Deputy Commissioner reversed this decision on appeal,and remanded the 
case for enqairy on the spot; but before this enquiry could be made, the land in dispute 
was again carried awd||r and the suit consequently abated. In 1872 some Mirdid land 
was transferred by avulsion to Salirwahan, and it is still held by the Mfrd&d men. The 
Extra Assistant Settlement Officer considered that the exception in favour of the deep- 
stream rule is not proved, and that the give-and-take rule should be declared the 
custom. 

Dispute No. 2. 
There was also a dispute between Shakarbelah of Multdn and Thattah Si&Un of 
Mnzaffargarh, the former maintaiDiog the " give-and-take/' the latter the " deep- 
stream " rule. 

The Extra Assistant Settlement Officer considered that there was no proof of the 
deep-stream rule, and the proprietors of Thattah SiaUn eventually abandoned it, and 
agreed to accept the give-and-take rale. A case had occurred in 1860, when some 
Thattah Sialdn land was washed over to Shakarbelah ; although the mdlgugdri of this 
was given to the proprietors of Shakarbelah yet the proprietary right of the samCndara 
of Thattah Si&lan was maintained, and a haq-zamfnd^ri of half a s^r in the maund 
awarded to them. 

Examples, — A. Of the give-and-take rule. 

1. The Mamdal men hold land carried across the river three years ago, and a case 
about it was decided in their favour. 

2. So too the proprietorb of Ahir Belah recovered from Khokharin Muhabbat 
land carried across three years ago. 

8. Ten years ago land of Jam&lki was carried over to Khokharan Muhabbat, and 
last year some land of the lattor village came across to Mult^n ; in both oases the 
old proprietors retained possession. 

4. So too with land of Dhanidnf carried over to Ehokhardn Muhabbat two years 
ago. 

6. Land of Jhok Wains carried across the river in Sikh times, and now broaght 
back ; lands of Sambhal, Sarw^nf Belah and AlUhdiidf now come over to Mult&n. 

6. And the land of Naurangabad and Allahdad£ which came over three years 
ago. 

7. And of Rdn-lab-Darja. 

8. And of Lotfabad, which came over two years ago. 

9. Lands of Hamrot, from time to time carried over to Muzaffargarh. 

10. Lands of Pipli brought over to Nawdbpur, and now gone back again. 

11. Lands of Jamhiir, Kachur, Mirzapur, Bhartowahi, Jar, Bakhri, Sayadalipur 
and Murdddbdd, which were judicially awarded to the old proprietors. 

B. Of the deep-stream rule. 

1. The case between Shujawal Traggor, of Chirdgh Belah, Muzaffargarh, and 
Haidar Shdh, of Chiraghw&la, Multdn, and Kddir Bakbsh Tahim of Mamddl, decided 
on 28th August 1877. 

3. The agreement, dated 25th October 1855, between the villages of Muhammad- 
pur, Multan, and Bindah Sargdnah, Muzafifargarh| attached to the thdkhast file drawn 
up by Boshan All, Superintendent. 
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3. Agreement, dated 27th October 1855, between Belah Sh&h dfo, Nek Miobf, 
TliTil Najfb of Maltan, and Sanmalot, Bakarpnr, Sb&h dfn (iccladed in Sanmalot), 
Halikpnr and Balelwiban ot Mnzaffargarh, attached to the thdkbast file. 

4. (i). Agreement, dated 23rd March 1853 (prodaced by Haasan Khan of Alipnr 
and retnmed to him) between Malikwihan, altos Nek Miohf and Balelw&han alia$ 
Thai Najib of Mnlt&n and Alipar of Mozaffargarh. 

(ii). Agreement, dated 27th October 1855, between the same villages attached to 
thmagt file No. 106. 

6. Land of Salirwihao was carried away and thrown np opposite Sanmalot and 
£anahw£han ; it was taken by the latter Tillaget}. 

6. Decision of the Chief Conrt, dated 22nd Jnne 1871, in case No. 642, Abdullah 
Khan of Akbarpnr versus Gholam Kadir Khan of Pakka Sandflah. 

7. Case of Chiriigh Bakhsh, lambarddr of Bindah Malana, Mangat Bai of Mnlt&n, 
and Kanra, lambard&r of Hamrot, versus Abdulla Khan of Akbarpnr, decided by 
Lientenant Davies, Assistant Settlement Officer, dated 4th Jnne 1857. 

8. Decision of Financial Commissioner of 9th February 1861, on appeal from order 
of Commissioner, dated 13th Angnst 1860, in the case of Muhammad Ohirigh Bakhsh 
and Muhammad Mnr4d Bakhsh, lambardirs of Bindah Mal&na, versus Abdnlla Khin. 
of Akbarpnr. 

9. Decision of Barkat AH, Extra Assistant Commissioner, dated 6th December 
1671, in case No. 1891, Jas Mai and others of SandDah, Mozaffargarh, Plaintiffs versus 
Abdnlla Khan of Akbarpnr. 



Question 2,— When, owing to a chan|fe in the course of the river, 
a piece of land capable of identification is transferred from one side 
of the river to the other bodily by avulsion, to whom does it belong ! 

Answer 2.— The same as answer No. 1. 

(i). In villages which follow the give-and-take rule it 
continues to belong to the old proprietors ; in those which follow 
the deep-stream rule, it belongs to the village opposite which it is 
thrown up. 

£xc£pttons.— Abdnllah Ehan of Akbarpnr asserts that the custom of his Tillage 
is, that sQch land remains with its old proprietors, but the men of the opposite village 
Pakka Sandilah declare that the *' deep-stream ** rnle prevails with regard to this 
land also. 

The Extra Assistant Settlement Officers consider that the undoubted custom is 
that when the deep-stream rule is followed with regard to alluvioo at all, it is followed 
with regard to avulsion as well as with regaid to gradual changes, and they therefore 
declare it to be the custom of this village also.* 

Eiamplcs — (Of the retention of the proprietary right). 

1. Land of Ehair-ud-din Hami&nah of G&grah. 

2. Of Pakka Sandflah, transferred from Muxaffargarh to Mnltan. 

3. And similarly of Jhambhar Loh&j. 

QttflWwn 3,— When the river divides into two streams of equal 
size^ to whom does the intervening land belong ? 

Answer 3.— In the villages which follow the give-and-take rule, 
the land will continue to belong to the old proprietors. 

• In Divisional Court case No. 365 of 1897, regarding a dispute between the 
rillsges of Akbarpnr and Pakka Sandilah it was decided (17th January 1898), that the 
Tiew attributed to Abdulla Khan is correct, and not the view of the Extra Assistant 
Settlement Officers. 

Id Punjab Recor*', No. 36 of 1898, regarding a dispute between the villages of Dhtidhi 
and Pakka SandHab, it was decided that the mere fact that owners do not follow their 
land when it goes to the otker sideof the river and that other parties bring a few 
scattered pieoea thereof onder cultivation does not affect the right of the owners to 
the Und, 
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In those which follow the deep-stream rule no instanoe has 
hitherto occurred. Should one occur in future, then as long as both 
streams are really equal, the land will belong to its old proprietors ; 
but if the streams become unequal, the land will belong to tha4> 
village from which it is separated by the lesser stream. 



Qmttton 4.— If new land is formed from the bed of the river, to 
whom does it belong ? 

Answer 4. — In the "deep-stream '* villages, it will belong to the 
adjoining village. In the other villages, it will be allotted according; 
to the Revenue Survey (compass) and Thikbast Maps. If it is not 
shown in any of these it will be divided by arbitrators. 

Note. — Snltin Hir&j of Chanki Mohan objecti to be bonnd by Uie Revenue Sorrey 
Mapi, beoanse when they were made fome of the landi of his village were anoladed in 
the Bindah Sargdcah Map. 

Question 6.— (To those who follow the " give-and-take *' rnle). If 
new land is thrown up in the bed of the river, which is not included 
in your maps, to whom will it belong ? 

Answer 5. — ^The case is not likely to occur, because the old 
boundaries of the villages are well-known even when not shown in the 
map ; and they will be followed. If it is really impossible to trace 
them, the matter will be decided by arbitration. 



Question 6.— When new land is found opposite more than one 
village, how is it decided? 

Answer 6.-^ According to the old boundaries of these villages, or 
in case of dispute, by arbitration. 

Question 7.— If a whole village has been carried away, and its 
land is hereafter thrown up again, to whom will it belong ? 

Answer 7. — (i). By the ^^ give-and-take *' villages. To the 
original proprietors. 

(ii). — ^By the " deep-stream '' villages. The old proprietors will 
be entitled to recover the area they previously held. 

GMM^ionS.— Ifthelandofamaurusi tenant is cut away by the 
river and again thrown up, does he recover his right of occiq>ancy 
in it? 

Answer 8.— This question was not put at the general meeting, but 
in answer to subsequent enquiries the Superintendent reports that at 
the regular settlement tenants were recorded as having rights 
in ten river villages only, the area held by them then and now is as 
follows :— 
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Wo. 


Kameof 
village. 


Area at 
Begulai^ 

Settlement 


Since cut 
away. 


Since 
thrown np. 


Now held. 


EllIABKS. 






B. K. M. 


B. K.M. 


B. K.M. 


B. K.M. 




1 


Mardinpur 


147 2 8 


... 


... 


239 10 


The holdings were in- 
creased by a decree. 


2 


Bakhri ... 


188 8 14 


164 1 12 


164 1 12 


182 19 


The tenants re-occu- 
pied aU their lands. 


S 


Kaoh^r ... 


69 3 16 


20 12 


20 12 


89 8 3 


The proprietori took 
possession of the 
lands when restored. 


4 


Alfpnr ... 


663 1 4 


180 18 


182 2 17 


674 1 16 


The tenants re-occa- 
pied their lands. 


S 


Akbarpnr... 


161 2 4 


... 


... 


122 3 18 


The decrease is dne 
to voluntsry resigna* 

tiODS. 


6 


Bindah San* 
dflah. 


69 2 4 


... 


... 


73 3 


Fart of land resign- 
ed, part taken up for 
public purposes. 


7 
8 


Iniyatpur 

Mahoti. 
Bosan 


239 3 6 
70 1 18 


... 


... 


137 19 
64 2 16 


As No. 6. 

As No. 6. 


9 


Lashkarpur 


18 1 18 


6 14 


... 


18 1 4 


Not yet thrown up. 


10 


Lntfabad ... 


6,608 


... 


... 


6,9973 


Taken by tenants. 



The Superintendent says, that in Nob. 1, 7 and 9, both Proprietors and Tenants 
agreed, that the Maurdaia would recover their righta in the land. But in 1 and 
7, no land had been as yet cut away, and in No. 9, that cut away had not been 
restored. 

In No. 6, where also no case had oocnrred, they agreed that the Maurusfs would 
have no rights. 

In No. 10, where the so called Tenanta are virtually sub-proprietors, their rights 
are protected by a judicial decision. 

In Nos. 2, 4, 3 and 8, the only ones in which cases have really occurred, there have 
been disputea, the Tenants asserting that their rights remain to them, and the Pro- 
prietors denying this. In 2 and 4, the Superintendent considered that the Tenants had 
been in the habit of re-ocoupying their lauds, and he confirmed their rights ; in 3 and 8 
he disallowed them, as he considered that it was proved that the Proprietors had 
usually taken the land. 

In No. 6, two Tenants Khwijah and Mnkhia asserted the survival of their rights, 
but the other Tenants agreed with the Proprietors in denying this. The Superintendent 
confirmed the rights of the two Tenants, and decided against the others. 

Opinion op Sittlimint Officbb. , , x. ^ 

The above enquiry is an exhaustive one, and it seems to me to show clearly that 

there is no real onstom whatever on the point. , ,. vi j xv 

Wherever any case has actually oocnrred, there has been a soramDle, and the 

strongest tide hai won. 
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List of villagea represented. 



MCTLTllf. 


MuZArPAteABH. 


No. 


Village. 


1 
Bepreeentative. 


No 


Village. 


BepresentatiTe. 


1 


Chaukf Mohan ... 


Sultan Bir&j 


1 


Bindab Sargdnah ... 


Daim, Qasim, 
Sdrang. 


2 


Muhammadpur ... 


Im&m Bakhsh 


2 


Do. 


Do. 


3 


Chirdgh Belah ... 


Haidar Sh4h 


3i 


Do. 


Do. 








ii 


Ghirdgh Belah ... 


Mahr Sajiw^l 
and Pahlwdn. 


4 


B4kirabad 


Imim Bakhsh 


4 


Do. 


Do. 


5 


Chirfighwdli 


Mahr Shujawal, 
Pahlwan. 
Q&dir Bakhsh 


5 


Do 


Do. 


6 


Mamdil 


6i 


Do. 


Do. 








ii 


Ehokhardn Mnhab- 
bat. 


Jahin Khin, 
Mamand, Bher» 
Ziddat. 


7 


Ahir Belah 


Qadir Bakhsh 


7 


Do. 


Do. 


8 


Bindah Bargdnah ... 


Jahan Elh&n... 


8 


Do. 


Do. 


9 


Jamdlki 


Mabr Shdh&dat 


9 


Do. 


Do. 


10 


Marha Ldlke 


Dildar 


10 


Do. 


Do. 


11 


Dhunidnf 


Zi&dat 


11 


Do. 


Do. 


12 


Khara Shahamad ... 


Mahr Murdd 
& JaUl-nd.dfn. 


12 


Do. 


Do. 


13 


Chak Ahir Belah ... 




18 


Do. 


Do. 


14 


Khokharan alias 
JhokAzam. 


Jahdn Ehdo, 
Sher, Ziadat 
and Eanda. 


14 


Do. 


Do. 


15 


NekMachf 


Im&m Bakhsh 


15 


Chibatr& Adh& ... 


Syad Mnham- 
mad Sbdb. 
Fateh Ehdn. 


16 


Thai Najfb 


Bah&wal Khin 


16 i 


Do. 


Do. 








ii 


Alfpnr 


Hassan Ehdn. 


17 


Belah Shah Dm ... 


Bahdwal Khan 
Imdm Bakhsh 


17 i 


ChibntraAdha ... 


Syad Muham- 
mad Shib, 
Fateh Ehdn. 








ii 


Alipur 


Hassan Ehdn. 


18 


Salarwahdn 


Ahmad Bakhsh, 
Allah Did. 


181 


Sanmalot 


Syad Muham- 
mad Shdh. 








ii 


Rdnahwdhan 


Samail, Fatteh 
Shdh. 








ill 


M{rd4d 


Saleh Muham. 
mad, Warydm, 
Eaure Ehan, 


19 


Gdgrah 


Ghal&m Mnr- 

Makhdiim 
Karam Husain 


19 i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Eilioh 


Asim Khdn, 
Murid, Fir 
Mehr. 








ill 


Ebair D(n Hamiinah. 


Azfm. 


20 


JhokWaioB, No. 1 


Malak Massa, 
Ehudi Bakhsh, 
Wahab War- 
j&m, Ahmadf 
MaUk Maluk. 


20 i 


Sambhal 


Wahab 








ii 


Sarwdni Belah 


Do. 








iu 


AUahdddi 


Allah Jiiraja. 
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MULTAN. 


1 




Mdzaffabvabb. 


No. 


Villnge. 


Representative. 


^0. 


Village. 


BepretentAiiTB. 


21 


Jhok Wains, No. 2 


Malik Masati, 
Ahmad, War- 
Jim. 


11 


KhairdfuBinf 


Mahr Moham- 
mad Mur&d- 
Mahr JaUl. 
ud-dfn. 


22 


NuraDgabad 


Rab{m, Nidzi, 
Wary dm. 


22i 


Allahd&df 


Allah JlTTiya. 








ii 


Zam&npur 


Alladitta. 


23 


E&n Lab Darya ... 


Niwi, Waryam 


23 i 


DMlhi 


Bamiin. 








ii 


Zam&npur 


Alladitta. 


24 


Ilampur 


Ashiq Maham- 
mad Kh^n. 


24 


R£n 


... 


26 


Bosan 


Mnhammad 
Bakbsh. 


25 


DhiUd 


BamEin, 


26 


Indyatpur Mahotah 


Bamz&n 


26 i 


JhokArbi 


... 








ii 


AmfrpurSahti 


Salem. 


27 


Jhok Sarkari 


Sultdn 


27 


KhudAf 


.*• 


28 


Lutfabad 


Asbiq Muham- 
mad Khan. 


28 


Bimti 


Bahadar. 


29 


AlayarparJ&f 


Manladad Kh&u 


r 


Jhok Ohhajrah ... 


Umar Ehin, 
GhuUm Mn- 
hammad. 


80 


W£ndar 


Sultdn 


30 i 


Lashkarpur 


Do. 








ii 


Ganjf 


Jahio. 


81 


Ahmadabad Nan ... 


K41<i, Pfr Mai 
and Murid. 


311 


Mirddd 


Saleh Muham. 
mad, Wary&m. 








ii 


Ahmadabad Kohna 


Samail. 


82 


Ahmadabad Eohna 


Samail 


32 i 


Khair Din Hami&nah 


Alia Yir, Asfm. 








ii 


Sayadpur 


Hassan. 


38 


Khair D(n Hamiinah 


Azfm.Kdl6,Ffr 
Mai and Mu- 
rid. 


83 


Khair Dfn Hamfanah 


A2fm,AUayir. 


84 


Kilich 


Do. 


341 


Mirgatpur 


Ghaus Bakhih. 








ii 


Sayadpur 


Hassan. 


85 


Khair DfnSiDf ... 


Mahr Jalal-nd- 
dfn. 


35 


Mirgatpur 


Ghaus Bakhsh. 


86 


Marghatpnr 


36 


Mirgatpur 


Do. 


37 


S&mbhal 


Muhamdd ... 


37 


Sdmbhal 


Muhauxdfi. 


38 


Sarw&n( Belah 


Wahdb 


88 


Sarwinf Belah 


Wahib. 


39 


AUadddf 


Alia Jiwiya ... 


39 


AUadddf 


Alia Jiwiya. 


40 


Amfrpnr 


Salem 


40 


Khuddf 


... 


41 


Lashkarpnr 


Umar Eh&n, 
GhuUm Mu- 
hammad. 


411 


Ganjf 


Jahin. 








ii 


JhaUrf 


KhinBabidur. 


42 


Bah&walpnr 


Jahin 


42 


Do 


Do. 


48 


Wilan 


Yir Muham- 


431 


Do. 


Do. 






mad. 


ii 


Farfdabad 


Imim Bakhsh. 


44 


Mekanw&lah 


Mir GhuUm 
Muhammad. 


44 


Lasbkarpur No. 2 ... 


Umr Khan, 
Ghulim Mu- 


1 








hammad, Nur. 


45 


Pfplf 


Dalel, Sarfaraa 
Kb&n. 


45 


Ffplf 


Sarfar&i Kh&n. 
DaleL 


46 


Farfdabad 


Imdm Bakbsh 


46 


Farfdabad 


Imim Bakhsh. 



Digitized by 



Google 



Ixxxvi 



▲UtmON AND DILVYION (CHEHAB). 

List of in72«(;f69.'«-continued. 



MCLTAV. , 




MOSArFABflABB. 


Na 


TiUago. 


Representa- 
tive. 


No. 


Tillage. 


tire. 


47 


Naw&bpnr 


Kliad& Bakbsh, 
Nanrang, Y4r 
Mnhamniad 
and Biwal. 


47 


HpU 


Sarfrii Khin. 
Dalel, Mnhra. 
mad Shih. 


48 


OhakHabni 


KbotaMal ... 


18 


Do. 


Do. 


49 


M da Adhwana 


Mahamniad 
8h&h. 


49 i 


Kotla Bidat 


Muhammad 
Bhih. 








ii 


Miiaf 


Bamiin, Jbmb 

MaL 
MissarRimJai, 


60 


DhudW 


Missar BImJas, 


601 


Dhudhf 












Kamiani 








ii 


Hijfpop 


MiMarBimJaf, 
Bamiin. Ab- 
dnlla Khin. 


61 


Garfwiila 


Imim Bakhib, 
Abmadjir. 


61 


MiM( 


Bamiin, JaMa 
Mai, Mnham. 
mad Bhih. 


63 


B&kirabad Khakw^of 


Abdnlla Eh&n, 
Agent of Ab- 
dar Bahmin 
Khfin. 


62 


^^ 


Do. 


68 


Bindah Sandflah ... 


Ahmadyir ... 


18 


JhokLaehmfNariiD 


MistarBimJai. 


64 


Akbarpnr 


Abdnlla Khin 


54 


Pakka Bandflah ... 


Hayit^ JaMa 
Mai, Mnham- 
mad Shih. 


66 


Pakka SandHah ... 


Hayat^JassaMal 


56 


Do. 


Do. 


66 


Bindah Malina 


GhnUm Sarwai 


56 i 


Do. 


Do. 








ii 


Jbimbar LohiJ ... 


Harit, Khnda 
Bakhih. 


67 


Jh&mbar Loh&j 


KhndiBakhBh, 
Hay&t. 


67 i 


Do. 


Do. 








ii 


Surai 


Hayit, Langar, 
Bihiba. 


68 


Hamrot 


GhnUm Sarwar, 
Malik PfrMu- 
hammad, Ma- 
rid AH. 


68 i 


Hamrot 


Ghnlim Bar- 
war, Malik 
Pir Mnham- 
mad, Mnrid 
Alf. 








ii 


Jbimbar LokiJ ... 


KhndiBakhah, 

Hayit. 
Ghalim Nabi, 








iii 


Jar 












Khudi 












Bakhth. 


69 


Jar 


GhuUm Nabi, 
KbadiBakhih 


59 


Jar 


Do. 


60 


BehU 


Qhalim Sarwai 


60i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Syad Alfpor 


Ghnlim Hai* 
dar Khin. 


61 


SyadAlfpur 


Ghalim Haidar 
Khin. 


61 


Do. ... ••• 
Dramrf 


Do. 


62 


Bakhrf 


Giman, Jindd 


62 


ByadAKpor 


Ghnlim Hai- 
dar Khin. 


68 


H u h a m m a d p Q r 


P(r Mohammad 


68 


Behli 


GhnUm Bar- 




Ghotih. 








war. 
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List of Ft7tejf6#— concluded. 



Ixzxrii 



IIULTAH. 




MuzArtia^ABH. 


Vo. 


Yillag*. 


BepresenU- 

tlTO. 


No. 


Tillage. 


Bepresenta- 
live. 


64 


Hamiodpur 


Ahmad Khin, 
HayitKUn. 


64i 


Shekhpnr 


Mohammad 
Bakhfib. 








a 


Mnradabad 


Tar Mobam. 
mad, Mobam* 
mad Bakhsh. 








ill 


fiyad Alipor 


Ghnlim Haidar 

Kh&D. 


66 


Bijapwr 


Muhammad 
Bakhsh, 
Khudi 
Bakbsb. 


S6i 


Mor&dabad 


Yir Mnham- 
mad. 








ii , Thattah Simian ... 


6&hib Eh&D. 


66 


Tilpnv 


Mohammad 
Bakhth. 


66 


Do 


Do. 


67 


Shakar Belah 


Daryaf U\, 
Ag«nt. 
Do. 


67 


Do 


Do. 


68 


Do. 


68 


Doiba 


Im&m Bakhab. 


69 


Abnliattah 


Jmim Bakhah 


69 


Do 


Do. 


70 


BherShlli 


DarjafUl ... 


roi 


Do. 


Do. 








U 


Sonaki 


Do. 


71 


Gignh 


Ali Mnhammad 


71 


Sonaki 


Do. 


72 


KMbfir 


Abdulla Kh&n, 
Agent 
Bahmatnlla 

Kh&B. 


72 i 


Bhartowihi 


Mnhammad. 








ii 


Lilpwc 


Utam Chand, 
Agent of Bab- 
naw&z Eh&n. 


7f 


BkarltwiU 


Mmhammad ... 


Tdi 


Bhartowihl 


Mohammad. 








ii 


L&lpnr 


Utam Chand, 
Agent of Bab* 
ramiM Khin, 


74 


Jamhdr m ... 


Daryai L&l, 
Agent of Bb&b 
Ali Mnham. 
mad. 


74 


li&lpnr 


Do. 


n 


Min£pnr 


Uiam Ohand .. 


76 i 


Ulpnr 

H4j(imr 

Mnridabad 


Do. 


76 


Mnr&dabad 


Mnhammad 


ii 
76 


... 
Muhammad 






Bakhsh, Yir 






Bakhab, Y&T 






Mnhammad. 






Mohammad. 



The village repreientatiyea noted above having duly attested the answers recorded 
and these answers having been verified by the Superintendents of the three Tabsils 
and the two Bztra Assistant Settlement OflSoers ; it is ordered that the answers 
be duly incorporated in the Eeoord of Customary Law drawn up at the present Settle- 
ment. 



MULTAN, 
Jun$ 11 th 



AM, I 

, 1877. J 



(Sd.) HUKM CHAND, 
Extra Aeeistant Settlement Officer. 



I 
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Sbction B. — Shujabad and Lodhean. 
Compiled before the same officers at a meeting held on 27th May 
1876, at Shnjabad. 

Question l.-If land is washed away from ajvillage on one side of 
the river and restored opposite the village on the other side, does it 
continue to belong to its former owners, or is the-deep-stream the 
boundary ? 

Answer 1. — By all the villages. It continues to belong to its 
former owners. 

Question 2.-^Whm by a change in the course of the river, a piece 
of land capable of identification is transferred bodily by avulsion 
from one side to another, to whom does it belong ? 

Answer 2.— To its former proprietors. 

Question 3.— When the river divides into two equal streams to 
whom does the intervening land belong ? 

Answer 3.— To its former proprietors. 

Qusstion 4.- When new land is thrown up in the bed of the river 
to whom does it belong P 

^n5ii;6r4.— It is allotted to the different villages in accordance 
with the boundaries shown in the Revenue Survey and Settlement 
Maps. 

If any dispute arises it will be settled by arbitration. 

Question 5.— If such land cannot be brought within any of the 
maps, to whom will it belong ? 

Answer 5.^The boundaries of the villages are of old standing 
and well known ; no dispute is therefore likely to occur ; if it does, 
it will be settled by arbitration. 



Question 6.— When new land is thrown up opposite more than 
one village, how is it divided ? 

Answer 6.— In accordance with the old boundaries of these 

villages, and if necessary, by arbitration. 

Answers attested bj Rai Hokm Ghamd, Extra Assistant Settlement Officer, Maltan, 
Kh&n Ghal&m Martasd, Bxtra Assistant Settlement Officer, Mnzaffargarh, Laohman 
D&s, Superintendent, Shajab&d, Anant B&m, Saperintendent, Lodlirdn, Sheikli Snbbi, 
BaperiQt^ndent, Musaffargarh, and Pandit Nar&in D&s, Saperintendent, Alfpur. 
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Ixxxix 



QuBsHon 7.— If the land of a maurusi is cut away by the rivei 
and restored, do his rights in it revive ? 

Answer 7. — The Superintendent reports that at the regular 
settlement there were mav/ruais in 10 villages, and their holdings then 
and now are as follows :^ 



No. 


Name of vil- 
lage. 


Area at Be- 
gnlarSet. 
tlement. 


Since out 
away. 


Since 
thrown up. 


Held 
now. 


Bbmabks. 






B. K. M. 


B. K. M. 


B. K. M. 


B. K. M. 




1 


Kh^Lnpnr ... 


76 8 6 


... 


... 


93 2 14 


Now oat away. 


2 


MiHMaUah.. 


18 14 


9 2 7 


... 


8 27 


Not yet thrown op. 


8 


Tihirpur ... 


2,8448 


2,3443 8 


2,2342 8 


.•• 


All occupied by pro- 
prietors. 


4 


Sen 


102 3 16 


102 8 16 


102 3 16 


... 


Do. do. 


5 


Sherpnr 


201 8 16 


201 8 16 


201 8 16 




The laud was cot 
away in 1876, restor- 
ed in 1877. It was 
re-occupied by the 
old tenants and then 
sold. 


6 


Jhangi 


62 1 6 


600 4 


600 4 




Land re-oooupied by 
mauriifM, but now 
only 48 are held by 
one tenant, the rest 
is with the proprit- 

wiU. 


7 


Panjini 


28 1 18 


23 1 18 


23 1 18 


80 3 10 


The tenants re .occu- 
pied all their own 
lands, and the pro- 
prietors voluntarily 
gave them an addi- 
tion. 


8 


Mahrah... ... 


261 1 5 


139 1 14 


•I* 


122 9 


Awarded by Superin- 
tendent to mawM. 


9 


Dhnndhon ... 


204 1 18 


204 1 18 




••• 


Not yet thrown up, 
will go to maur<L9i. 


10 


Patteh Belah 


6 16 


6 16 


.■• 


.•■ 


Do. But mawM 
resigns his claim. 


11 


Kharah 


7 1 


7 1 


7 1 18 


... 


Taken by proprietors. 


12 


Bhinah ... 


118 2 13 


118 2 13 


78 1 14 


... 


Do. 



The Superintendent says that in Nos. 1, 2, 6, 6, 7, 
the rights of theMaurdsis; in 8, 4, 11 and 12, all 



9 and 10 the preprietors admit 
the land has passed into th« 
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ALItrVlON ANb DlLtmok (cfeJNiJLB). 



proprietor'i hands, and the MandLsis make no claim. In No. 8 ther« was a dispnta 
which tha Saperintendeni decided in favor of the tenants. 

Opinion of Settlkmsnt Offices. 
The admissions are in faror of the tenants ; on the other hand, on b of 7 villages in 
which restorations have actually oconrred, in 4 all the land restored has passed into 
the possession of the proprietors. But I remember that in mosj/ of these the river 
action had been very violent ; a number of wells had been swept aw^y bodily and in 
their place a sandy waste had been thrown up, in which no one would claim rights. 
The case of the sale in Sherpnr is certainly strong evidence, and although I can hardly 
say that a custom in favor of the tenants is positively established, there is, I think, a 
fairly strong presumption in its favor. 

List of villages represenied. 



MULTAN. 


MUZATFAMABH. 


No. 


Village. 


Representative. 


No. 


tillage. 


Eepresentaiive. 


1 


KhiLnpur 


Sewa B£m ... 


X 


Sh&hpur 




2 


fiulliwihan 


MaUk Alia 
Bakhsh, 
KarfmBakhsb 
Khokbar. 


2 


Bulliwihan 


Malik" AUa 
bakhsh, 
Earfm 
Bakhsh. 


8 


Jar 


•t. 


8 


Kachi Jar 


..■ 


4 


Sherpnr 


Howa 


4 


Do. 


.•• 


6 


Fattah Belah 


Khem Singh... 


5i 
ii 


FatUh Belah 
Thattah Kureshi ... 


Khem Singh. 








in 


Tihirpur 


Khem Singh. 


6 


Tihirpor 


Khem Singh... 


6i 
ii 


Po» ..1 #•• 
Sulem£npur 


Do. 








iii 


Mir&npnr ... 


... 








iv 


Taraf Dhol 


.«• 








V 


Kinwan ... 


••• 








vi 


Kothela 


... 


7 


Soman 


ChandH Hea 
Him, Ghimna- 
mal, Ghul&m 
Nabf. 


7i 


Tibirpmr 


Khem Singh. 








ii 


Wains 


Bakshan, 
Khem Singh, 
NiisKhiD. 


8 


Waini 


Bakhshan, 
Khem Singh, 
Niis Khin. 


Si 


T&hirpur 


Khem Singh. 








ii 


Kotteh 


••• 








iii 


Wains 


Bakhshan, 
Khem Singh, 
Kiis Kh&n. 





Mihra 


Alia Bakhsh, 


9i 


Mihra 


Alia Bakhsh, 
GhnUmNab< 






GhuWmNabf, 










Waif Muham- 












mad. 






mad. 








ii 


Bet Jhok 


Jind Wadda, 
GhuUm^abi 
KhAn,Dnllan 
Kh&n. 








iii 


Kothelah 


**• 










,^>.: ... • 
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List (^ villages^^ontixixied. 



XCi 



HULTAy. 


MuZAFVAmGABB. 


1^0. 


Yillagee. 


Bepreientative. 


No. 


Village. 


bepreBentaiiy*. 


10 


Dhvndhnn 


JiLmAlf,Pokbar, 


10 


Befc Mtthammad 


Khem Singh, 






Teka Mai, 




Shih. 


Pokhar Mai, 






Khem SiDgh. 






Jim AH, 
Teka Mai. 


11 


BeiMithafBhih ... 


J£mAU,Pokhar, 
Teka Mai, Khem 
Singh. 


Ui 


JhokJhandir^n ... 


•*i 






ii 


Umarpor 


Mnhammad 












Arif. 








iii 


Gudpmr 


Do. 








ir 


Bet Hosain 


Mahibb Khin. 


12 


Ami(bal)»pp 


Jim AXlAjir ... 


12 i 


Do. '... 


Da 








ii 


Bet Mithaf S^&h ... 


Khem Singh, 
Pokhar Mai. 
Jim AH, 
Teka Mai. 








iu 




AUa Bakhsb, 
Barkhnrd i r. 
Alia Bakhih 
Paniinl. 


18 


Jh«ng{ 


Khem Singh, 


13 


Do 






Alia BAkhiih. 








14 


Mfipv Khiki ... 


AUa Bakhsb, 
Barkhnrdir. 


14 i 


Ghak JaUlpnr 


Ramsin, Alia 
iBakhsh, Bar. 
khnrdir. 






• 


ii 


Bh&nah 


Alia Bakhah, 
Barklmrdir. 








iii 


Mochfwila 


Alia Ditta, 

Kanhya L&l. 

Ahmad yir. 


15 


8«ri 


Muhammad 


16 


Khis Panjini 






Aifm. 






Bami£n,AlU 
Bakhah. 


16 


Panjdnf 


Alia Bakhah... 


16 i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Thattah Makhdnm- 
pur. 


Bamsin, AUa 
Bakhih. 








iii 


Moohiwila 


Ohaudh ri 
Kanhya L41, 
Alia Ditta. 


17 


MiH lUlIah 


Gnl 


17 


Mirf Mallah 


Gal, Moham- 
mad Bakhih. 


18 


Wlbon 


••1 


18 i 


S&lhon 


*.. 








ii 


K&dirpar 


• M 


19 


Kldirpnr 


•*. 


19 


Do 


• .. 


90 


Hiirah 


... 


20 


ShakarBelah ' ... 


Eaidar. 


91 


Ohak^aaWiAa ... 


Manlvi Sikandar 


21 


Do 


Do. 


92 


BhakarBelah 


Alodha 


22 


Do. ..1 


Do. 


93 


Jhaagwila 


Alodha, Kh^n 
Mohammad. 


23 i 


Rappri 


Mnhamaad. 








ii 


Faizpnr 


Jim Ghnlim 
BaeiL 


94 


MfoakwIJi 


Khin Hnham* 
mad, Alia 
Bakhih. 


24 


MiDakw&li 


Mahammad 
Balchih. 


96 


Shihpor 


Saleh Mnbam. 
mad^Miljhf. 


26 


Shibpnr 


"^L "- 
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ALLUVION AND DILUVIOK (sATLAj). 

List of villtigea^conchxAed. 



MULTAN. 


1 MnZAFFARGABH. 


No 


Tillage. 


Kepresentatiye. 


No. 


Tillage. 


Eepresentative. 


86 


Bet Keiar 


Bhallan Khio, 


26 


Shahpnr 


Mijhf. Jind. 




Khudi Tar 






wadda. 




Kh&n. 








27 Mlriopor 


Ahmad Kh&n... 


27i 


M(ranpur 


Ahmad Khan. 






ii 


Mnr&dpor 


J&far 8hah. 


28 


Nardl 


Allafiakhi ... 


28 


Sher Bviltia 


Jindwadda. 


80 


Bet Keoh 


Mahammad 
Bakhsh. 


20 


KaohPak 


••« 


80 


Bet Moghal 


Do. 


30 


Bet Pan^h&n 


Fazil Mnham. 
mad. 


81 


Shinf 


Asmat 


81 i 


Ghak Mida 


Do. 








ii 


Damwarwala 


Jam Pfr Mu- 
h a m m a d, 
Saleh Ma. 
ha m m a d, 
Sharif Mu. 












hammad. 



The Tillage repreeentAtives noted above having duly attetted the answers recorded, 
and these answers having been verified by the Saperinteudents, it is ordered that 
they be duly incorporated in the Record of Gostomary Law drawn up at the present 
Settlement. 



January I8th, 1878, 



I 



(Sd.) HUKM CHAND, 
Extra Assistant Settlement Officer. 



AND 



PART III- ON THE EIVER SATLAJ. 

Section A. — Between Tahsil Lodhean 

Bahawalpue. 
Section B. — Between Tahsil Mailsi and 

Bahawalpob. 
Section A. — Lodhean and Bahawalpue. 
B^corded at a meeting of Tillage representatives held at Lodh- 
rin on 1st December 1877, by R&i Hukm Chand, Extra Assistant 
Settlement OflScer, Mult&n ; Munshi Daulat R^m, Superintendent of 
Settlement, BaliAwalpur ; Munshi Barbara Singh, Superintendent of 
Settlement, Lodhrlin. 

Question 1.— If land is washed away from a village on one side of 
theriveriand restored opposite a village on the other side^ does it 
continue to belong to its former proprietors, or is the ^^ deep- 
stream ** the bonn&ry of proprietary right P 

Answer 1. — The general custom is the give-and-take (" len-den'') 
role ; that is, the land continues to belong to its former proprietors ; 
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ZOIU 



but in the foUowinpf villages the 
prevails: — 



deep-stream^' rule (band bonnaJk) 



HULTAN. 

l.—Adamwahan 
2.— Mar&dpur 

8.-Gbaatilah 



4.— Motha 

5.— Eotla Ch&kar ... 
6.— Eotla Sh&h Bas^l 

7.— BetowAhi 

8. — Miimi Jbanda ... 

9.— Nanraja Bhntta 

10.— Bindah 

11.— Bhnjaatpnr 

12.— Langar 
13.— DWbpur 



Bahawabpub. 

1.— Waiial 

2. i.— Naharwili. 

ii. — K&IanjwiUa. 

3. i. — Jhok Dahar Mallan. 

ii.— Kot D&du Qhallu. • 
iii. — Jindwala. 
... 4. ].— Abdnllapor. 
ii. — Sonntra. 
iii.— Mnbabatpnr. 
iv.— PipU. 

6. i.— Aliw&ban. 

ii.-Pipli. 

6. i. — Aliw&ban. 

ii.— Bbindi. 

iii.-Pipli Dakbli Abdnllapnr. 

7. — Aliwihan. 

8.- Do. 

9. i. — Bakapur. 

' ii. — Nakhlor. 

10 i.— Wadhan. 

ii.— Babiwalpor Gbalwan. 

11. i.— Kallapwili. ' 

ii.— Bbinda. 
iii. — Wadhan. 

12. i.— Dabar. 

ii. — Kallarw&li 

18. i. — DMulatpnr. 

ii.— Gori. 
iii. — Bet LangahtD. 
iv. — Amirptir. 
v.— Dahar. 

Note. — At the meeting there were many disputei between the yillages on oppodte 
aides aa to what costom prevailed ; most of them were however settled by disonflsion, and 
as regards the remainder the following orders were recorded : — 

(t) Laiiodhan {No, 7 in final list).— Tho lambarddra of Laiwihan asserted that 
between their village and Pandh&n on the other side the give*and*take mle prevailed ; 
the lambardir of Pan^hin asserted the deep-stream rnle, but he conld give no instances 
•f that rale ; the give-and-take rale prevailed between Laiwihan and the other villages 
o|pposite, and it was proved that as regards Pandh&n also the Laiw&han men had con- 
tinued to hold land carried across ; the give-and-take custom is therefore declared to 
prevail. 

(it) Chautdlah No. 16.— Tar Mohammad, lambard&r of Ghantalah, asserted the 
" g^ve-and-take " rnle between his village and Kot D&d and Ghalln; the lambardirs of 
those villages asserted the deep-stream rale, and so too did Gb4si and Mnhammad 
Bakhsh, the other two lambard&rs of Chautilah, and they gave an instance of dispute ; 
the land of the two villages being carried across to Chant&lah ten or twelve years ago 
and being taken possession of by the Gbantdlah men ; and of the converse taking place 
seven or eight years ago ; Yar Mohammad conld give no instance of the ''give-and- 
take " role ; the deep-stream role is therefore confirmed. 

Exception,— Motha, No, 17. — Motha and the opposite villages observe the " deep- 
stream " role, hot the Joyabs say, and the lambard&rs admit, that their tribesmen hold 
land on both sides of the river, and that with regard to this they observe the " give- 
and-take " role, and the old proprietors retain their rights in ^l lands transferred, 
pnying however a '* haq-zamfndari " to the lambardir of the new village of half s^ 
in the mnond. This exception regarding the Joyahs is therefore recorded and admitted. 

Note on Kotla C?Kifcar.— The lambard&rs of Kotla Chakar, Lodhr&n and Aliwihan, 
Bah&walpmr, at first asserted " the give-and-take rale," bot they afterwards corrected 
tbit, and asserted the deep-stream role, which is really their troe costom. 

Note on Kotla 8hdh RaM No, 19 and Betoiodhi No, 20.— Fatah Mohammad, lambar- 
<iar of Kotla Shih Ratdl, asserted that the deep-stream role prevailed between bis 
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Tillage and Aliwihan. The lambardir of AliwiUian assarted the '* give-and-take ** rale 
bnt'ltft^^s'wards ttooepted thd deep-itream rule as reOo^ded by the lahibardiUr ' dP 
Minai Jhinda (Sird&r Kh&n). 

On December 12th, 1877, the L. of K. S. B. said, that at present Uiim Jhinda 
oame between his village and Aliwihan ; vnd that between K. S. B. and Mi&ui Jhinda, 
the give-and-take rnle did prevail, but between it and Aliwihan, the deep-stream 
was the rule. 

On 23rd March 1878 the Extra Assistant Settlement Officer found, that although 
Kotla Shah Basil and fietowihi do toooh the river, yet the lands of Miinl Jhinda lie 
opposite them in the river on the south side. These three villages follow the g^ve-and- 
take rule. K. S. B. and Betowihi do not now tK)uch Aliwihan, but their lambardirs 
agree that should the Miani Jhinda land all go over to the other side and become part 
of Aliwihan according to the deep-stream rule, then that rule shall previdl between 
their villages and Aliwihan. 

The lambardirs say that such a change did take place twenty-five years ago, and 
the deep-stream rule was then followed both when their land was carried over to 
Aliwhan, and Miini Jhinda when it and some other land came back again. 

Note on Midni Jhinda No» 1. — The lambardar of Aliwihan at first asserted the give- 
and-take rule, the lambardir of Miini Jhinda asserted the deep-stream rule, and gave 
three instances of its having been followed in the course of the changes referred to in 
the preceding note. The lambardir of Aliwihan cuuld give no instances to the 
contrary, and he eventually accepted the deep-stream role. 

Not§ on Uhaorah Ho, 23. — In the same manner the land of Bindah, a Lodhrin 
village, is now in the river opposite Ubaorah. The circumstances are precisely the 
same as in the case of Hiini Jhinda. 

DiipuU between Lan§ar and Ddrdhpur of Lodhrdn and the viUa^e of Dahir of BahdncaU 
pur. — Dabir asserts the g^ve-and-take role ; the other two villages assert the deep-stream 
rale, and give instances, the Dabir lambardir can give no instances ; he admits that he 
has never held land on the Multin side, and when in Siwan Mai's time the Langar 
land went over to Dabir, the Dabir men took it. The deep-stream is therefcnre declared 
to be the rule. 

Diepute in Kot Imdnuud'dfn No. 29.— The lambardir asserts that between his 
village and Bakhri, Shikirgih and Daulatpur on the other side, the deep-stream rule 
prevails, but he can give no instances. 

The lambardirs of the opposite villages assert the give-and-take rule. The 
village of Kot Imim -ud-din itself came over from Bahiwalpur, and was followed and 
occupied by its former proprietors. For the last two or three years the Daulatpor lands 
have been so coming and so followed. At this settlement they have been formed into 
the separate village of Daulatpor. The Bakhri lands came over to Shfni which adjoins 
Kot Imim-ud-dfn, and the give-and-take rule has been followed as regards them. It 
is therefore declared to prevail as regards Kot Imim-ud-dfn also. 

Emception in Ddrdhpur^' No, 26.— The general rule between Diribpur and the 
opposite villages is the de6p*stream. But the proprietors of the Pattt Jifirin own land 
on both sides of the river, and they observe the give-and-take rule. 

Oispate between Dirdifpur, Daulatpur and Qhori of Bahduoalpur,— The lambardirs 
of Daulatpur and Gori assert the give-and-take rule and give the following instances :^ 

(i) In the year of the taking of Mnltin the lands of the Fatti Langihan of Dirib- 
pur came over to Gori and were held by their old proprietors. 

(ii) The proprietors of the Patti Jifirio follow their own lands. 

Lil Khin, lambardar of Diribpur, asserts that the deep-stream role prevails with 
regard to Patti Jifirin and all the Pattis and gives instances. The lambardirs of 
Daulatpnr and Gori admit that twenty years ago some of their lands oame over to 
Diribpnr, and that Lil l^hin took possession of them. The deep-stream rule is there- 
fore declajred the custom between Diribpur, Daulatpur and (}ori. 

Example$, — A. of the g^ve-and-take rule. 

li . At the summary settlement the lands of Gkurwan in Bahiwalpur were washed 
over to Hawaii Kasfr Khin and Bindf Nasfr Khin, and retained by their old proprietors. 

2. Lands of Lil Kamil washed over to Khamiwili and Fattuwili twelve or 
thirteen years ago were judicially awarded to I^il Kamil. 

8. Lands of Cbanib washed over to Gorwan. 

4, Gidpur lands brought across from Bahiwalpur at the Regular Settlement and 
restored five or six years ago. 

6. Lands of Bakhri brought over to Shfnl fourteen or fifteen years ago. 

6. The lands of Miini Jhinda and Kotla Shih B^sdl were washed away ten or 
eleven years ago; they came up again seven or eight years ago, and each village took 
poflMision of its old lands aooerding to the Map. 
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B. Of fche deep-fetream rule. 

•^*r,^^^®*°^^* ^®®^ ***® Motha lands were washed away and oontinned to come 
up m Bahawalpar. Down to Sambat 188» they were taken by Bahiwalpar «amfn- 
dare. In Sanibat 1890 they were washed back again, and re-oocnpied by the Hotha 
men. Similar transfers have taken place in Sambat 1907-09 j in Sambat 1920 and now 
in Sambat 1931. 

.. ?• J*°^ °' K<^'1» ChAkar carried over to Beli ten or eleven years Sffo, and befora 
that m Sambat 1910. ^ 

3. Lands of MiAni Jhinda canried over to Aliw^han fifteen or sixteen years ago. 
X vr o 1^ of Nanraja Bhutta carried over seven or eight yeaii ago. and land bronght 
to N. B. from B4kapor ten or twelve years ago. o .^ -© • ^ « 

5 I^and of Ghalwan brought over to Bindah eight years ago, and fiindah lands 
oatned back three years ago. 

6, Land of Pbaorah whfeh has been going across for the last thrsa or four yaars. 

7, Land of Shujaatpur carried over to Kalarwali eight years ago; and land of K. 
brought over to Shnjaatpur three or four years ago. 

8, Much land of the Pakhiwir Patti of Darabpur was carried over In Sawan Mai's 
time ; and eight years ago land of Gari was brought over to Darahpur. 

QueHion 2.— When by a clumge in the course of the river a piece 
of land capable of identification is transferred bodily by ayobion 
firdm one side of the river to the other, to whom does it belong P 

Answer 2. — The same as answer No. 1, i.e., in the villages wKch 

follow the " give-and-take'^ rule, it will continue to belong to the for- 

mer proprietors ; in those which follow the " deep-stream '' rule, it will 

belong to the vfllage opposite which it is carried. 

Eaamplef.—l. A piece of Shujaatpur land carried over to Kalarwali. 

2. ▲ piece of Kotla Chakar land carried over to Pipli twenty or twenty.two 
years ago. ^ 

8. A piece of land belonging to Aliwahanof Bahawalpur, brought over to Miani 
Jlunda seven years ago. 

DiSPUTX. 

Ndr Mustafa, agent of the lambard&r of Adamw&han, states that between his vil- 
lage and Waisal of Bahawalpur, the deep-stream rule prevails regarding this land ; Kl^air 
Muhammad, a pattidar, and D£d, lambardar of Waisal, say, that although the deep- 
stream rule prevails as regards ordinary dilavion, yet as regards avulsion the rule is give- 
and-take, i, e,f the land continues to belong to its old proprietors. Neither side can give 
any instanoe of avulsion having actually occurred. 

The Extra Assistant Settlement Officers and Saperintendents consider that as 
there were no precedents the general custom of the river should be followed, and that 
in acoordanca with it, such land should belong to the village opposite which it is thrown 
up. 

Question 3.— When the river divides into two strdams of equal 
size^ to whom does the intervening land belong ? 

Answer 3. — ^The villages which follow the give-and-take nlle Bay 
that it will continue to belong to the original proprietbre. 

Those which follow the deep-stream rule say that no snch case has 
hitherto occurred^ and that its occurrence is impossible^ for one of the 
streamsi eVen if both tare navigable^ will always be less tiian the 
other. 

SffafnpZe.— Nine years ago the river divided into two navigable streams between 
Piurabpor and Gori, Ac. It was held that the straight stream, whicl^ was on the 
Bahawalpur side, was the main stream, and the intervening laud was given to 
Darabpur. 
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QuM/ton 4.— When new land is formed in the bed of the rivers to 
whom does it belong ? 

^n«wer 4.— In the villages which follow the ^'give-and-take" 
rule, it is allotted according to the old village boundaries and if a 
dispute occurs it is settled by arbitration. 

In the other villages it is allotted according to the deep-stream 
rule, f. e., it belongs to the village opposite which it is formed. 

QueHion 5.— If the site of such new land is not included in any of 
the maps, to whom does it belong i' 

Answer 5.— If such a case were to occur the land would be 
allotted by arbitrators, or failing this, by a regular suit. 

Question 6.— Yf Tien new land is thrown up opposite several 
villages which follow the deep-stream rule, how do they divide it 
amongst themselves P 

Answer 6.— They first restore the boundaries according to the 
village maps, and if any village had lost land by diluvion before the 
maps were made, they restore that also ; if there is then any surplus 
they divide it by prolonging the village boundaries. 

270C^e(on.— Ndr Mustafa of Adamw&han says that land thus preyioofily loit by 
dilnyion ia Dot restored. 

Qtt6«fion7.-Thereare now whole villages under water, should 
they be restored they will, in cases where the give-and-take rule is 
followed^ of course belong to their old proprietors; but where the 
^^ Deep-stream '' rule is followed to whom will they belong ? 

Answer 7. — ^If the village was originally a Lodhrfin village, and 
it comes up now on the Bahawalpur side, then it will belong to the 
nearest Bahdwalpur village, and the original proprietors will have no 
rights in it. But if it comes up on the Lodhr^in side it will belong 
to the old proprietors. 

First of all the village opposite which the land is thrown up, will 
restore its old boundaries, and the land which is over, will belong to the 
village which was entirely carried away. 

The same rule, mutatis mutandis^ applies to an original Bahfiwal- 
pur village. 

Example, — Bindali, an original Lodbr&n yiUage, is now nader water near Ubaorah ; 
if it is restored on the Lodhr&n side, Ubaorah will restore its old boandaries, and the 
remaining land will go to Bindah. 

Easample.—ln a ** gire-and-take " viUage. The land of Mi&n-de-Jhok, which had 
been for a long time onder water, was restored fire or seven years ago, and given to its 
original proprietors. 

Question 8.— When the land of maurusi is cut away by the river 
and restored^ does his right in it revive ? 
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Answer 8. — ^The Superintendent reports the maurusis at the re- 
gular settlement^ and their holdings then and now to be as follows : — 



Ko. 


Name of Til- 
lage. 


Area at 

Regular 

Settlement 


Since cut 
awaj. 


Since 
thrown up. 


Now 
held. 


BlMABKI. 






B. K. M. 


B. K. M. 


1 - 1 

B. K. M.jB. K. M. 




1 


Shahpnr 


424 3 


420 2 7 


10 1 7 1 ... 


Taken by proprietors 














without objection. 


2 


Bet Kesar ... 


26 2 1 


•>• 




... 


'Biillheldby tenantf. 


3 


VachaSandilab 


90 I 6 


••' 




... 


Do. 


4 


Muridpur Sani 


326 1 3 


326 1 3 


19 2 


... 


Now held by tenants* 
at-wilL 


5 


Bet Mogbal ... 


11 1 8 


... 


*•• 




As Nob. 2 ft S. 


6 


8hfnf 


28 13 








Do. 


7 


Kot Imdm-ud- 
din. 


329 3 10 


... 


... 


z 


Do. 


8 


Shojaatpur ... 


280 5 


28 5 


28 2 


... 


Taken by proprietors 
without objection. 


9 


Nanrija Bhut- 
ta. 


293 3 6 


18-1 4 


... 


... 


Land cut away, not 
yet restored. 


10 


Dip£l 


42 1 4 


... 


... 


... 


As No. 2. 


11 


Kotla Shah 
RasuL 


155 2 4 


... 


... 


... 


Do. 


12 


Motha 


71 2 


••• 


... 


... 


Do. 


13 


Kh&nwah ... 


430 8 


«•• 


... 


... 


Do. 


14 


Chamb 


24 3 2 


... 


... 


... 


Do. 


15 


L£l Kamiil ... 


4 10 


... 


..• 


... 


Do. 


16 


Adamwahan 


835 1 12 


333 8 8 




... 


Not yet thrown np of 
the restored land. 


17 


Lafw&ban ... 


636 3 18 


206 3 18 


116 2 


77 4 


The tenants baye re* 
occupied 77-4 with- 
out diitpnte. 


18 


Derab Lakka 


26 3 6 


•*. 


... 


... 


As No. 2. 


19 


Haweli Nasir 
Khan. 


462 13 


... 


.•• 


... 


Do. 


20 


Daeti 


105 4 


... 


•■• 


... 


Do. 


21 


Bindi Nasfr 
Kham 


294 1 


254 3 19 






As No. 16. 



The first six villaf^es are on the Chenab, and the Superintendent says that here the 
custom is against the Tenants, on the Satlaj there is no general custom. 

Opinion op Settlembnt Ofpicbr. 
I agree with this. 
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▲LLUnON AKD BUnYIOM (SATLAj). 

LUt of Villages represented. 



MULTAN. 1 


Bahawalpus. 


No. 


Village. 


Bepreseota- 
tive. 


No. 


Village. 


Representa- 
tive. 


1 


Hindi NasTr Khan ... 


Salom Kh£n ... 


li 


Garw^n 


Bamz^D. 








ii 


Kasrah 


Ndr. 


2 


Da8t£ 


Shaiikat, 
Daulara. 


2 


Hawoli Naiifr Kh4n 


Salem Kh&n. 


3 


Haweli Nasir Khin 


Salem Kbdn ... 


8i 


GHrw^n 


Ramzin. 








ii 


KHsrah 


N6r. 


4 


Basti GbnUm Hasain 


Ydsaf 


4i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Gadpor 


Mohammad 
Yir. 


5 


Derah Lakha ' ... 


Sarfar&z Kb&n 


61 


Basti Gbnllm Hasan 


Y6««f. 








ii 


Gadpmr 


Kamil. 


6 


Gadpnr 


Eam&l 


6 


Do. ... ... 


Mnbammad 
YAr. 


7 


Uiw&han 


Abdnlla 


7 i 
ii 


Pan6b&n 

Salban 


N6r Kh^D. 








iii 


Bakarpnr 


Khair Mnbam- 
mad. 








iv 


Waisal 


Didd. 


8 


Adamw&han 


N6r MustafI, 
Agent of 
Sayad Mobam- 
mad Sh^b. 


8 


Do 


Khnir Moham- 
mad, Ddd6. 


9 


3&^(r HdriaQ 


Bhekh Belah... 


9 


Hdrian 


Do. do. 


10 


Jag£r Kikri 


K&dir B^kbsh. 


10 


Bhinda Dakbli Binda 


Ahmad BHkbsh. 


11 


L&iEamAl 


MaqbdlMoham. 
mad. 


Hi 


Rhanuw&li 


K&dir Bakhah. 








ii 


Fattnw4U 


Mnbammad 
Bakhsb. 


12 


CHamb 


Gnl Mohammad 


12i 


Goth Gahna 


Do. 








ii 


Sama Satha 


Piira, Fatteh 
Mohammad, 
Sher Garw&n. 


13 


Kb6nwih 


Atlar Kh&n ... 


13 i 


Bhiodi 


) 








ii 


Jbok .. 


[ Fail Bakhsb. 








iii 


Nabrwili ... •«. 


) 


14 


Jbok UUr4h 


Alia Bacbaya. 


14 


Do 


Do. 


15 


Mnr&dpur 


Shah Moham- 
mad. 


16 i 


Do. 


Malik Musa. 








ii 


Kilachwala 


Do. 


16 


Chant&lah 


Ydr Muham- 
mad, Gbaci, 
and Moham- 
mad Bakhsb. 


16 i 


JhokDharMallen... 


Sama Khin. 








ii 


Kot Dida Ghall6 ... 


Do. 








ii] 


Jfinuwdla 


Rajab. 


17 


Motha 


Mnbammad 
Bakhsb, 
Walayat. 


17 i 


Abdoilapnr ... 


Ramz&o. 






. 


ii 


Sanntra 


Rajab. 








iii 


Mababatpor 


Ramzao. 








iv 


Pipli 


Do. 


16 


Kotla Oh^kar 


Jinda ... 


18 


Do 


Sber Mnham 
mad Sh&h. 
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List of Villages — concluded. 



Mult AN. 


Bahawalpub. 


No. 


ViUage. 


Representa* 
tive. 


No. 


Village. 




19 


Kotia 6h4h BaBul ... 


Fatteh Muham- 
mad. 


19 i 


Dakhli Abdullapur... 








ii 


Bhindi 










iii 


Pipli 










iv 


Aliwahan 


1 


20 


Betowahi 


Ul and Muham- 
mad Pauah. 


20 i 
ii 


Do 

Jindi Miani... 


' 


21 


Miani Jindah 


SardarEhan... 


21' 


Aliwahan 


' 


22 


Naoraja Bhnita ... 


Ghulam, 
Mohammad, 
Muhammad 
Bakhsh. 


22 i 
ii 


Bakapor 

Nakhlour 




2S 


Ubaorah 


SardarEhan... 


23 


Bhinda (Warla) ... 




24 


Bindah .•• ■.. 


Do. 


24 i 
ii 


Bahawalpur Ghalwao 
Wadhanour 




26 


Sbnj&atpor 


Lai E h a d, 
Muhammad 
Bakhsh. 


25 i 

ii 
iii 


Do 

Bhinda 

Eallarwali 




26 


Langar ... ... 


Eadir Bakhsh 


26 i 
ii 


Do 

Dihar 




27 


Diribpnr ..• 


Lai E h a n, 
Muhammad 
Bakhsh, 
Muhammad 
Panah, Baba- 
wal Bakhsh. 


27 i 

ii 
iii 


Do. 

Amurpur ... 
Bet Langah&n 










i7 


tiari 


F 








V 


Daalatpur 


1 


28 


Daulatpnr 


Waz£r..i ••« 


28i 
ii 


Daha Khairpur 
Battar 


I 


29 


Kot Imam-ad-dIn ... 


SobhaEhan... 


29 


Daulatpur 


^ 


80 


SMiu.*. ••• ... 


Darwesh 


80 


Bakbri 


( 



The answers above recorded, having been attested by the Village R< 
above named and by the Superintendents of Lodhran and B&hawalptir, 
that they be duly incorporated in the Record of Customary Law, drawn i 
Bent settlement. 



Uareh 2Sih, 1878. 



(Sd.) HUKM CH 
Extra Asswtant Settlen 
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•C ALLtTION AND DILUVXON (sATLAj). 

Sbction B. — Mailsi and Bahawalpue. 
Recorded at a meeting of village representatives held at Mailsi 
on 1st January 1878, by Rdi Hukm Chand, Extra Assistant Settle- 
ment Officer, Multdn ; Mnnshi Daulat Ram, Superintendent, Settle- 
ment, Bahdwalpur ; Munshi Janki Nath, Superintendent, Settlement, 
Mailsi. 

QuBiiien 1.— If land belonging to a village on one side of the 
river is washed away and thrown up opposite a village on the other 
tide, to whom does it belong ? 

Answer l.^The general custom is ''give and take'* (fen-d«n), 
i. e., the laod continues to belong to its former proprietors ; but the 
following villages follow the deep-stream {dhar kalan) rule, i. e., the 
land belongs to the village opposite which it is thrown up, and the 
former proprietors have no rights in it. 



List of villages which follow the ** deep-stream " rule. 


MULTAN SiDK, 




Bahawalpur 8lDC. 


l.«»Sabuke ... 


••. 


1. 


i. — Kim6ni. 
ii.— Bildwal. 
ill.— Miran 6b£h. 
iv.— Wa«ir Shih. 
v.— Ddlah 


2.— Shah Jalian 


... 


2. 


Ddlah. 


3.-MaradAll 


... 


..« 8. 


i.-Ddlah. 
ii. — Langah. 


4."-Balderah «•• 


•*• 


4. 


1. — Lungah. 

ii.— Kilia Shih. 
lii.— Raja Shih. 
iv. — Kaora Bhatna. 


5.— Kaora ... 


... 


... 6. 


Eanra Bhatna. 


6.— Ukh& ... 


.*• 


..'• c. 


Do. 


7.— Jaterah ... 


t.t 


... 7. 


].— Eanra Bhatna. 
if. — Bnngah Biloohan. 


8«-Mirfi Bilach 


•It 


... 8. 


i.— Mird Bilnoh. 

ii. — Bnngah Bilochan. 


9.-Nfin 


... 


9. 


Bhinda. 


10.-Gal Sh&h 




... 10. 


Do. Lakhwcra- 


11.— 'Ntom ... 


... 


... 11. 


Mai Bhih. 


12.--8harifah 


... 


... 12. 


Do. 


18.— Moghla ... 


... 


... 18. 


Do., Sahib All. 


14.— Fattah Shih 


... 


... 14. 


Do. 


15.— Pallfa 


•t. 


... 15. 


Palb'a. 


16.— Matti Khiiran 


... 


... 16. 


Miri. 


17.— OhoUm Sh&h 


... 


.. 17. 


Ebairo. 


18.— Akbar Shdh 


• «• 


... 18. 


Ghai Braham. 


19.-Sharaf ... 


••• 


... 19. 


Ehaira. 



Exception, — Sh&h Mahammad, lambardar of Miru Bilnch, on the Bahawalpnr aide, 
■ajt that his Tillage owns lands on both sides of the river, and on each side they are 
divided into four pattiSf these pattfs follow the give-and-take rale amongst themselves, 
and with the village of N6n, but with regard to other villages the *' deep stream " role 
prevails. 

Stamples. — A. Of the "give-and-take" rnle— 

1. Land of Ghai Braham washed over to Shah Eadds in S. 1906. 

2. Land of Hasan Shah' carried across the river Icng ago. 

3. Land of Jfwan Bhatti brought across in S. 1922. 

4. Lands of Ohohdn brought over to Boranah sixteen or seventeen years ago, 

5. Lands of Dhalld carried across the year before last. 

6. Land of Kizi Kilri^ and Sharif and Dar£lah. 

7. Land of Sultin Imam-nd-d£n brought over to Gawaus in S. 1927. 

8. Land of Chanoa carried across twelve years ago. 
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9. I^nd of Ennd Nan-abaci brouglit over to Dedah in S. 1925. 

10. Land of Knnd again carried over to Knnd Nan-abad in 8. 1923. 

11. Land of Knnd Panah carried across in 8. 1924-25. 

12. Land of Pandh carried across in S. 1914-15. 

13. Bindah Jbok Jinda carried ai>ross at tbe rejrular settlement. 

14. Land of Beli brought over to Bindah Biohdran twelve jears ago. 

15. Asrdnf and Aroti carried across foarteen or fifteen years ago. 

16. Land of Knnd Moh&r carried over to Jbok Baj{ and Sahn five years ago. 

17. Land of Kbnrrampnr carried across tbe year before last. 

18. Land of Jhok Khairan carried across five or six years ago. 

19. Land of Kot Kaura ten years ago. 

20. Land of Derah Lilah and Derah Mird carried across in Sikh times. 

21. Land of Gnlpur. 

22. Land of Viga Mai fifteen years ago. ' 

23. Land of Kntbpur five or six years ago, and of Jhok H^ji. 

24. Land of Jhok Salih. 

25. Land of Sbabti Tahir carried across in 8. 1912-18. 

26. Land of Knnd Ahmad Asar five or six years ago. 

27. Land of Jassa Joyah more than twenty years ago. 

28. Land of Lai Sohinrah and Gol in 8. 1921-22 and 8. 1927-28. 

29. Lands of Chakla and Shahpnr thirty or thirty-two years ago and in S. 1927-28. 

30. Lands of Karm&ni and Chirdgh Shih in 8. 1922-23 and 8. 1924-25. 

31. Land of Jhok Ahfr bronght over in 8. 1907 and the land of Saifpnr in S. 1920. 
B. Of the '* deep-fitream " rule— 

1. Land of 8dhake carried across in Sawan Mai's time, and again foarteen or 
fifteen years ago. 

2. Land of Ddlah bronght over to Shdh Jahdn foarteen or fifteen years ago. 

3. Land of Salderah carried across f oarteea or fifteen years ago and bronght back. 

4. Land of Kaura twelve years ago. 

5. Land of Lakha carried over to Kadja Bhutah five or six years ago. 

6. Land of Jeterah carried over to Kaura Bhotah five or six years ago. 

7. Land of Jaterah thrown up near Ndn ten or twelve years ago. 

8. Land of Qui 8hah carried across three years ago. 

9. Land of Naran carried across twelve years ago and brought back five or six 
years ago. 

10. I.and of Fatah Sh&h carried over eighteen years ago and now broagbt back again. 

11. Land of Pallia brought over eight or nine years ago, and carried back again 
two or three years ago. 

12. Laud of Mari. 

13. Land of Ohai Braham brought over to Akbar Sb&h five or six yean ago, and 
vice versA three years ago. 

14. Luid of Khaird brought over ten or twelve years ago, and vice veraA four yean 
ago. 

15. The entire village of Khaird brought over six or seven years ago, and restored 
three or four years ago. 

Question 2.— When by a change in the conrfle of the river a piece 
of land capable of identification is transferred bodily from one side 
of the river to another^iH) whom does it belong ? 

Answer 2.— In the villages which follow the ^' give-and-take *' 
rule, it continues to belong to the former proprietors. 

But in those which follow the " deep-stream " rule that rule pre- 
vails regarding this land also, and it belongs to the village opposite 
which it is throwi^up, the old propriators losing all rights in it. 

Examples. — A. Of the ** give-and-take '* rule— 

1. A piece of Hasan Shah's land carried across three years ago. 

2. Land of Jfwan Bhattf in S. 1922. 

3. Of Sultan Imdm-ud-dfo, S. 1927. 

4. Dhar&lah, S. 1927. 

5. Jhok Ahfr three years ago, 

6. Kund Mah^r, last year. 

7. Sathu, last year. 

8. Bindah Pacbiran, last year. 

9. Jhok Khairan, last year. 
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B. Of the ** doep-stream " mle^ 

1. Land of Ddlah biongbt oTer to Sihdk« fifteen or sixteen yeftrt ago, and alio 
some Odiab land bruai^ht over to Murid AIL 

2. iMad of Mai 8b4h broagbt over to Ndrao ShaHfab and other yillageein Sambat 
1927. 

3. Land of Gbalam carried aoroes four years ago. 

4. Land of Qol Sb&h carried acroM three yeara ago, and now brought back again. 

Queition 3.— When the river divides into two equal streamSi to 
whom does the intervening land belong f 

Answer 3. — In the villages which follow the " give-and-take '' ' 
rule it continaes to belong lo its original proprietors. 

The other villages say that it is impossible for the two streams to 
be really equal ; even if both were apparently of the same size, the 
current would be swifter in one than in the other. The one with the 
swifter current would be considered the " deep-stream '* and treated 
as the boundary. 

Example. — Last year the river divided into two apparently eqnal atreams between 
Mir4 Biloch and Bing^ Biloobin, but enquiry showed that the swifter current was in 
the stream on the Moltdn side, and the intervening land was consequently awarded to 
Bahiwalpur. 

QuetHon 4.-- When new land is formed in the bed of the river, to 
whom does it belong f 

Answer 4.— In the villages which follow the '' give-and-take*' rule, 
it is allotted according to the boundaries shown in the Revenue Survey 
(Compass) Boundary (Th4kbast) and Field (Kishtwar) Maps ; i£ 
there is any land which cannot be included in these boundaries it is 
allotted by continuing the boundary lines. Should there be any 
dispute it is decided by arbitration. 

In the other villages it is allotted by the ^' deep-streani '' rule. 

Question 5.— If the land thus formed cannot be inolnded in 
existing maps, how is it divided f 

Answer 6.— Answered above. But the villages who follow the 
ff give-and-take '* rule say that their boundaries are so well known that 
the case can hardly occur. 

Question 6.— It appears that there are some entire villages which 
have been washed away by the river, and are still under water ; on 
their restoration to whom will they belong f 

Answer 6.— In the villages which follow the ''give-and-take '' rule, 
to their original proprietors. In those which follow the " deep stream " 
rule, the first question is, to which side did the village originally 
belong, to Bah&walpur or to Mailsi ? If it comes up again on its own 
side of the river, it is restored to its original proprietors, but if it 
comes up on the other side it belongs to the village opposite which it 
is thrown up, and the original proprietors have no rights in it. 

Sxamplea. — The village of Moghla was originally a Mailsi village entirely washed 
away twenty years ago : it first came np on the Bahawalpur side, and was taken by the 
adjoining villages. It was afterwards again washed away and thrown up on the Mailsi 
side, when it was restored to its former owners. 
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Question *t.— If new land is formed from the bed of the river 
opposite several villages^ how is it divided ? 

Answer 7.— In all the villages the old boundaries are restored, and 
if the land cannot be brought within these, the boundaries are pro* 
longed. In case of dispute, it is decided by arbitration or by a 
regular suit. 



Qu0«^ton 8.— When a maurusi's land has been cut away by the 
river and again restored, does the maurusi re-gain his rights in it ? 

No answer was recorded at the general meeting, but the Super- 
intendent has since submitted the following statement showing the 
villages, in which there were maurusis at the last settlement and the 
changes which have taken place since : — 







«l 






|i 








^1 


^ 


^6 


rs 








^&i 


t 


S 


1p 




No. 


Kami of Village. 


^ i 




•§ 


s^ 


BBIIAES0. 








s 


s 


a 'O 

B « 








Area 
\ 8ett 


1 

QQ 


s 

a 


1^1 








Bigabs 


BigabB 


Bigabs 


Bigabs 




1 


Kund Pona , 


82 


83 


82 


... 


All taken by pro* 
prietor without dis- 


2 


Mor£dpur 


47 


47 


... 


... 


pute. 

Both agree that on 
its restoration it -vrill 
go to the proprietors. 


3 


Nan-abad 


185 


185 


185 


185 


Land awwded to 
tenants bj Superin- 
tendents. 


4 


NUmatAK 


250 


184 


184 


••• 


As No. 1. 


6 


Kund Nan-abad Ehas 


64 


64 


64 


., 


Do. 1. 


6 


Kand Azim 


15 


15 


15 


15 


Do. 8. 


7 


GhnUm SiodM 


218 


31 


31 


... 


Do. 1. 


8 


Kund Bahadur 


27 


27 


27 


.** 


• Do. 1. 


9 


Sald«rah 


81 


21 


21 


••• 


Do. 1. 


10 


Mnrnd AH 


261 


224 


224 


••* 


Do. 1. 


11 


Gai Sh6h 


265 


265 


265 


••* 


Do. 1. 


12 


NiiranSh&h 


116 


116 


116 


... 


Do. 1. 


13 


Gal SWh / 


226 


226 


226 


•«. 


Do. 1. 


U 


Nun ... ••! ••• ... 


105 


105 


105 


... 


Do. 1. 


15 


Ndran 


42 


42 


42 


... 


Do. 1. 


16 


Jhandd 


376 


123 


123 


••• 


Do. 1. 


17 


Ba««8an Shah 


763 


646 


646 


•». 


Do. 1. 


18 


Shilhpnr 


12 


12 


••. 


... 


Do. 2. 


19 


Vi\ Wagnan 


416 


416 


416 


>•• 


Do. 1. 


20 


Bah&dur W&ban 


1,040 


1,040 


1,040 


... 


Do. 1. 


21 


Kotlah Mnrid Al£ 


179 


99 


99 


... 


Do. 1. 


22 


Kotlah Kutab... 


162 


131 


,., 


... 


Do. 2. 


23 


Jaa 


154 


23 


18 


... 


Do. 1. 


24 


Aerani 


47 


47 


47 


•.• 


Do. 1. 


25 


D«rah Dil^war 


283 


283 


283 


89 


No dispute. 


26 


Sh&biiT&bir 

Total 


765 


323 


... 


... 


As No. 2. 




6^83 


4,779 


4,260 


289 





Digitized by 



Google 



OIT 



ALLUriON AND BILUVION (sATLAj). 

List of villages represented. 



MULTAN. 


Ba^4walpub 


u 


No. 


Village. 


Representa- 
tive. 


No. 


Village. 


Representa- 
tive. 


1 


B&huke 


Bahdwal 


li 
ii 


Kirmini 

Bildwal 


Azfm Khdn. 








iii 


MlrlnShdh 


KhairShdh. 








iv 


WazirShah 


... 








V 


Dnlla 


8hajdwal. 


2 


Bhattf 


... 


2 


Not at present on 


the river. 


3 


Bhih Jahan 


Laabkar 


3 


Dulla 


Sbujdwal. 


4 


Mansdr 8h4h 


... 


4 


As No 2 


... 


6 


Uandalab 


..« 


5 


Do 


... 


6 


Mnr&dAU 


Fdzal 


6i 


Dnlla 


Sbnjdwal. 








ii 


Bnngah 


K^sim 


7 


Balderah 


FattehKb&n... 


7i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Ralid Sbdh 


Bakhu Sbdh. 








iii 


RdjuShdh 


Bahddar Shdh. 








iv 


Kaora Bhatna 


Kanhya Mai. 


8 


Kaara ... 


... 


8 


Do. 


Do. 


9 


Lakha 


Farfd... 


9 


Do. 


Do. 


10 


Jaterah 


Fateh Kbin... 


10 i 


Do. 


Do. 








li 


Bnngah Bolocbdn ... 


Lai Khan. 


11 


B&kir Shah 


Do. 


11 


As No. 2 


... 


12 


M(r4 BUoch 


Sb£h Mubam. 
mad Khlo. 


12 i 
ii 


MirfiBiloch 

Bnngah Bilochan ... 


Sbdh Mnbam. 
mad Khdn. 


13 


Nila ... 


B4bti ... ... 


13 i 

ii 


Bbiodah Lakhwera 
Bhinda • 


Sbdh Mahsm. 
mad. 


14 


Gnl Sh&h 


Topan 


14 


Bhindah Lakhwera 


Shdh Mnbam. 
mad. 


16 


Naw&z Sh&h 


Dhola 


15 


Bhinda ... 


... 


16 


TiwAnah 


... 


16 


As No. 2 


•*• 


17 


N^an ... ... 


Pahlwin ... 


17 


Mai Shdh 


Zamdn Shah, 
Monlvf Ala 
Bakhsb. 


18 


Sharffah 


WaUdad 


18 


Do 


Zamdn Shdh. 


19 


Moghla 


Mohammad ... 


19 i 


Mai Shdh 


Do. 








ii 


Shdh AK 


NobfttMal. 


20 


Fateh Sh4h • 


Jindd Sbdh ... 


20 


Do. 


Do. 


21 


Pallia 


Muhammad ... 


21 


Pallia 


Asa Nand. 


22 


MittC Kboran 


Do. 


22 


Mdh£ 


Do. 


23 


Gh&ei RUn&na ... 


Do. 


23 




... 


24 


Sh&h Kadus 


JfwanShfib ... 


24 i 


Ghdzf Ebdndna ... 


Bamiin. 








ii 


Ghai Braham 


Do. 


25 


UmarSh&h... 


.«• 


25 


Ghdzf Khdndna ... 


... 


26 


AkbarShdh 


Akbar Sbdh ... 


26 


Ghai Braham 


Bamun. 


27 


Qhol&m Sh&h 


Jabdnglr Shdh 


27 


Khair{i 


Am(r. 


28 


Sharaf 


NAdra 


i8i 


Khaira 


Amir Khdn. 








ii 


RanG^u 


Do. 


29 


Jhedd 


Do. 


29 i 
ii 


Kbairii 

Gbnz{ Khdndna ... 


... 


30 


Hassan Shih 


Hassan Sbdh... 


30 i 
ii 


Bassan 8bdh 
Lnddan ... ... 


Hassan Sbdh. 


31 


Ghhiihan 


Wihi Bakbah . 


81 


Cbhuban 


lldbf Bakhsb. 


32 


KiUah Bhih 


Sikandar Bhih 


32 


Lnddan 


Hassan Shdh. 


38 


Chikar Wasir 


Cbakar Kh&n 


83 


Jfwan Bhattl 


Ghuldm 
Hassan. 
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MULTAN. 


1 Bahawalpub. 




No. 


Village. 


Representa- 
tive. 


No. 


Village. 


Representa- 
tire. 


84 


Ghak Pfr 8h&h ... 


LorfndaMal... 


34 i 


Jfwan Bhattf 


GhnUm Has- 
san. 








ii Ghhtiban 


mhi Bakhsb, 


35 


Jfwan Bhatfcf 


Ghol&m Hassan 


35 i Jfwan Bhattf 

ii Nurpur 


GhnUm 
Hassan. 
*•• 


36 


Burdoah 


Pan&h Maham- 
mad. 


36 


Chiihan 


lUhi BakhBh. 


37 


Dhillii 


Namdar, Murad 
Khan. 


37 


Kizi Kalra 


Lorfnda MaL 


38 


Kiti Kilri 


Lorfnda Mai, 
Izzat Eai. 


38 


Do. 


Do. IizatR&i, 


39 


Malik Wfthan 


DilbarMal ... 


39 . 


Dhillu 


**• 


40 


Ghiwana 

« 


Lorfnda Mai... 


40 i 


K&zi Kalra 


Lorfnda Mai, 
Izzat Bil 








ii 


Snltdn Imim-ud-din 


Rustam Alf. 








iii 


Dhardlah 


Utam Chand. 








W 


Murfidpnr 


Fateh Mu- 
hammad, 


41 


SalfciLo Imdm*Qd-diii 


Rastam AH ... 


41 


Sult&o Im&m-ud-diQ 


Rustam AM. 


42 


Dharalah 


Utam Chand 


42 


Dharalah 


Utam Chand. 


43 


Murddpar 


Fateh Moham- 
mad. 


43 


Murddpup 


Fateh Muham- 
mad. 


44 


Chaddar BiDdah ... 


lUhf Bakbsb 


44 


Chaddar Biodah ... 


lUbf Bakhsh 
and Plra. 


46 


Nidmat All 


Kutab Khan... 


45 


Do, ,M 


P6rii. 


46 


Bamola 


RnstamAli ... 


46 


Mur&dpur 


Fateh Muham- 
mad. 


47 


LaDg&nah 


Ghai Mai and 


47 i 


Darddgaran ... 


KhudaBakhth. 






Ada Mai. 


ii 


Lang&nah 


Ada Mai, 
Ghai Mai. 








iii 


Khairi Bhaha 


Ismail. 








iv 


Dhedi 


Ala Ditta 
Khan, Azfm 
Muhammad* 


48 


Chhamb 


Muhammad... 
Hosec. 


18 


Chhamb 


Muhammad 
HuBsain. 


49 


Knnd Nauabad 


Khan Muham- 


49 i 


Kund Azim 


Im4m*ud-d(n. 






mad. 


ii 


Gholim Sindhf ... 


Do. 


60 


Do. do. No. II 


Do. 


60 


Dhaidf 


Azfm Muham- 
mad. 


61 


Knnd Azfm 


Im&m-ud-d(n 


51 


Knnd Naaabad S&ni 


Khair Muham- 
mad, 


62 


Bahadar 


Jahin Khan... 


52 i 


Kund Azfm 


Im&m-ud-dfo. 








ii 


Do. Panah 


Niir Mmham. 
mad. 


68 


Knod Pan&h 


Niir 


53 


Dedf 


Azfm Muham- 
mad. 


64 


GhnUm Siodhi ... 


... 


54 1 


Do. 


Do. Alia Ditta. 








ii 


Chhamb 


Muhammad 
Hoseo. 


66 


Pandh 


Ndr 


55 


I Do. 


Do. 








i 


i Fatani 


Dfo Moham* 












mad. 
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Mdltan. 


Bahawalpub. 


No. 


Yilbge. 


Bepresentative. 


No. 


Village. 


Representative. 


56 


Jhok Jhindu 


Sadda 


56 


Beh' 


Khuda Bakhsh 
Ehin. 


67 


Bindah Pachar&n ... 


Ghai Mai ... 


57 


Do. 


Do. 


68 


Dil 


Saddii 


58 


Bindah Picharin ... 


Ghai MaL 


69 


Bhelf 


Khuda Bnkhsb 


59 


Bheli 


Khuda Bakhsh. 


60 


SithA 


Chimna Mai... 


60 


Sithu 


Chimna Mai. 


61 


Aroti 


Muhammad 
Azim. 


6li 


Bindah Pacharin ... 


Ghai Mai. 








ii 


Sithu 


Chimna Mai. 


62 


AsrdDf 


Ala Bnkhsb ... 


62 


Aroti 


Muhammad 
Az(m. 


63 


Knod Mah&r 


Sultan 


63 i 


Jhok lUji 


Ala Bakhsh. 








ii 


Sithu 


Chimna Mai. 


64 


Khnirampnr 


Saddd 


64i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Kund Mahir 


Snltin. 


65 


Jhok Khair&n 


Chimna Mai, 


65 


Goth Miihi Dakhli 


Hifiz GhuUm 






Sultin. 




Chelawihan ..a 


Qidir. 


66 


Kot Kanra 


Koura Khin. 


66 


Asrini 


Khuda Bakhsh 


67 


Derah L&lah 


Rab Naw&z 
Rh&n. 


67 


Gnlpnr 


Muhammad 
Murid. 


68 


Derah Mfrd 


N6r Ahmad. 


68 


Goth Niir Muham- 
mad. 


Maghar Khan. 


60 


Gnlpitr 


Ala Bakhsh, 
Muhammad 
Murfid. 


69 


Gnlpnr 


Ala Bakhsh 
Khin. 


70i 


Derah DiUwar ... 


Ntir Ahmad... 


70 i 


Goth Niir Muham- 
mad. 


Maghar Khin. 


ii 


Wahind Sarm^of ... 


Dan£ Bni 


ii 


Derah Diliwar 


... 


71 


Viga Mai 


Gol Muham- 
mad. 


71 


Goth N6r Muham- 
mad. 


Maghar Khin. 


72 


ShiDgori 


Malik Dfn Ma- 
hammad. 


72 


Guddan 


Pfran. 


7» 


JhokHaji 


Ala Bakhsh ... 


73 


Jhok mj{ 


Hasan. 


74 


Kntbpar 


Do. 


74 


Do 


Do. 


75 


JhokSiHh 


Rhuda Bakhsh. 


76 i 


JhokSiUh 


Khuda Bakhsh. 








ii 


Zor Kot 


Mahmdd. 








iii 


G4mu Wdgf 


Gimiin. 


7B 


TBeh Wadda 


Gh&zf 


76 i 


JhokSdlih 


Khndar Bakhah. 








ii 


Shibfi Tihir 


Chimna Mai. 


77 


Sh&M T&hir 


Chimna Mai. 


77 i 


BiriHatta 


Pirao Khin. 








ii 


Jindfi Shih 


K h w a j a 
Bakhsh. 


78 


Knnd Ahmad Asar 


Chimna Mai, 
G h n 1 il m 
Parfd. 


78 


Chela Wihan 


^ifiz Ghulim 
Kidir. 


79 


Baatf Jal&l 


Malik Dfn Mu- 
hammad. 


79 


... 


... 


80 


JaMa Joyah 


Kaurah Khfin. 


80 


••t 


... 


81 


Tibbf Wadan 


Fazil Shih 
Kh&n Mu. 
hammad. 


81 . 


Bungah « 


Malik G&mil 
Khin. 


82 


Sikar 


Jin Muhammad. 


82 


LilSuhfira 


M u li a m mad 
Shih. 


88 


Gol 


Hamza Khan .. 


83 


Do. 


Do. 


84 


Sh&hpnr 


Shahldnt ... 


64 


CbaklA 


M n h a m m ad 
Bakhsh 
Khin and 


! 


1 1 


Jnma Khin. 
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MULTAN. 


j Bahawalpob. 


No. 


Village. 


Representative. 


No. 


Village. 


Representative. 


85 


Ohirigh Sh&h 


Qhizi Kh&n ... 


86 


Eirm&of 


Juma Khin. 


86 


Jas... 


WalAit Shah... 


86 


Do 


Do. 


87 


JhokAhir 


Sawan Mai ... 


87 


Do 


Do. 


88 


Kucha P£r Shilh ... 


... 


88 


Saifpur 


Fateh Moham- 
mad. 


89 


Kotia Kutb 


Waliit Sh4h. 


89 i 


Kdcha P£r 8hih ... 


... 








11 


Gulderah ... ... 


Fateh Moham- 
mad. 








lii 


Bakha Derah 


Ghul&m Mu- 
hammad. 


90 


Ain W£han 


Wallan 


90i 


KdchaPlrSb&h ... 










ii 


Kotla Katb 


Walait Shdb. 


91 


Kotlah Mur&d AH... 


M n b a m mad 
Khiu. 


91 


Gulderah Obiwao ... 


Fateh Moham- 
mad. 


92 


Pai Wagnan 


Bndba 


92 i 


Do 


Do. 








ii 


Garwdn 


Ramsan. 


98 


Bindah Garwan ... 


Bamzdn 


93 


Bindah Garw&n 


Do. 


9i 


Bhadi Waban 


Siwan Mai ... 


91 


Mdri K£8im 


Do. 



The answers above recorded haviog been attested by the village representatives 
above named, and also by the Superintendents of Bahawalpar and Mailsi, itia ordered 
that they will be duly incorporated in the Record of Castomary Law, prepared at the 
present Settlement. 

(Sd.) HUKMCHAND, 
Extra Assistant Settlement Officer. 
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Appendix containing Notifications altering the boundaries 
of the Distnct and of the Tahsils within it. 



No. 410 of 8th Jnne 1893 declaring the districts to which the Tillages of the Chenab 
riverain respectiyelj belong. 

No. 590 of 27 September 1897 altering the boundaries of tahsils. 

Na 181 of 24th March 1898 transferring Mauza Dhuniani from the Mozaffargarh 
Diatrict. 

No. 191 of 28th March 1898 transferring eight Tillages from the Jhang District. 
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The Sth June 1893. 

No, 440. — Nofcification.— In accordance with the provisions of the enactments noted 
in the mar^rio, the Honorable the Lienteoant«Groyemor is 
pleased to direct that, withio the limits of the estates 
specified in the annexed schedule, the common boundaries 
of owoership of the eutates specified in column 8 of that 
schedule on the one hand and of the estates specified in 
column 4 of the same schedule on the other hand shall 
constitute the common boundaries of the tahsils set forth 
in columns 2 and 5 and of the districts set forth in 

oolumns 1 and 6 of that schedule in which the aforesaid groups of villages are hereby 

respectively included. 

SCHEDULE. 

List of Boundary Villages between Multan, Jhang and Muzaffargarh 

Districts over the Ravi and Chendb Rivers. 



Section 6 of Punjab Land 
Bevenue Act, XVII of 1887. 

Beotion 7 of tht Oode of Crimi- 
nal Procedare. 

Section 18, sab-section (2), of 
the Punjab Courts Act, XVlll 
of 1884. 

Section 6 of tht Begistration 
Act lU of 1877. 



District. ) Tahsil. 



Multan 



Multan 



Kabfr. 
wala. 



Kabfr-^ 
w&Ia. 



Multan ... 



Estate. 



Golpur Fanjiri 
Sahib Langra 



Ba 



CH£ 



Multan 



Sadd Hir£j ... 
Chaukf Mnh&n 
Mnhammadpur 

Nasheb. 
Char&gh BeU 

Bdqir&bad 

Charaghwdli 
Mamddl 

Jamdlki 

Khokbra Muhabbat 
Jhok Azfm ... ... 

Bela Sbahdfn 

Nek Machhi 

ThulMajib 

Salarw4han Nau ... 
G a g r a Qalandar 

Jah&nia. 
Khair Dfu Hamidna 
Ahmadabad Nau 
Ahmadabad Kohua 

Khair Din, II 

Sanbhal 

Sarwani Bela 

Allahd&di 



Zamdopur 

Khazinpnr . 
Wandar 
Jhok Ohajra . 



Estate. 




Binda Sargana 



Char&ghwila 

A m £ r p ur 
Kanakka. 

I Dhuuiani 

Chabutra Addba 

Alipur 

Sanmalot 
Bdnaw&h&n 



3 



M(rd4di 

> Saidpur 
I Mirgatpnr 

) Fatal Chak 
j Janubi. 
rKotha 

C Parh&r Mnndh 

( Then 

I Umarpur 

Samti 

Khudai 

Ganji Basti ... 



Tahsil. 



Shorkot... 



District. 



Jliang* 



Musaf. 
faigarh. 



San&wdn 

Musafifar- 

garh. 

Sanawdn 

Do. 

(Musaf. 
C fargarh. 



Muzaf- 
fargarh. 



'^f- 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


6 


6 


Dirtriot. 


Tahsil. 


Estate. 


Estate. 


Tahsil 


District. 






Chenab— continued. 










Lashkarpor 

Makenw&la 

Bah&walpur Adhw&oa 

Wilan 

NanAdhwana 

Garewdla 

Duddi 


fLashkarpnr ... 
1 Jbalarin 
Farfdabad 

PfpH 

Missi 

SH4jipnr 

( Pakka Sandila 
\ Lohaj Jhanbar 


1 








Akbarpnr 










Binda Mal&na 


jjhar 






Mnltan ... 


Mnltan ■ 


Hamrot 










Said Alipur 

Hamindpur 


Alipur 
r Dramri 










Bajapnr 


.Shaikhpur ... 
CMarddabad ... 










SherShah 


C Thattha Si&Iin 
I Dodba 










Shakarbela 


Sonakki 










Gagra 

Kaohiir 


1 Barthwahi ... 










Jambhnr 

. Mirzanpnr 


] Liilpur 








1 


Kh&npnr ... ... 


rH4jipnr 
] Shdhpur 


Mniaf- 
fargarh. 






Shdjabad • 


Jai 

Sherpar 


(BalewAhin ... 
|KhiohchiJai... 


^Muaaf- 
fargarh. 










r 


Fattehbela 


( Bet Pinjari .. 
(BetNaw4n ... 
^Snlemdnpur ... 










Tihirpur 


) Mfranpur 
iTarafDhol ... 
(.K&nwani 




♦ 






Soman 

Wains 


1 Kuthla 










Mahra 


Bet Jhok 










Dhnndhnn 

Shaikhpur 


Bet Mitb4i Sh&h 
|BetHu88aini... 






Mnltan ... 


Shnjabad 


Amanollahpnr ... 










Bh^na 


Khinpur 










JaUlpnrKhAki 
Chak Jal&lpnr 


MoohiwftU ... 










Seri 

EMs Pin jam 


1 Taror Pinjani 










Thattha MakhdAmpur 


Jal&lpnr Khia... 










Taror Jal^pur 


G?>^ga 










Mire MaDa 


Qidirpnr 










Basti Siidan 


Sablin ^ 


1 






L 


Jahinpnr 
Kh4H Paonta 


j Kh£ra Pinjani 


[ Alipur. 
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DiBtrio t 


Tabail. 


Estate. 


Eftaie. 


Tahsil. 


District 






Chenab— co«clud«d. 








' 


Jbangwala 

Cbak Manlvi Ata ... 

Bapri 

Taror M£nikwali ... 
Bhabpnr 

Taror Sbibpur 


Shakarbela 

Faizpar 

Balln Sandila ... 

Kehrwila 

Masallim Cbhijra 

I'Banaraja 

• \ Mariidpnr Sbn- 






Mnltan ... 


Shnjabad< 


Nardl 

Bet Keoh 

Nabranwila 

Bet Mughal 

Sbini 


( m&li. 
C Mfranpnr 
(SbibpnrSnlt&n 
Kacbpek 

BetPanohan... 

(Cbak Dndda... 

Bakbri 
( DbambarwAla 


•Alipnr. 


. Mnzaf - 
fargarb. 
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27th SBPTEMBBB IW. 
Gasbttb KOTIf icatioxv. 

No. &90,^NotifieaUon, — ^In exeroiie of the powen conferred by Seeiion 5 of the 
Fanjab Land Beyeuae Act, 1887» the Honorable the Lientenant-Geyemor is pleaaed 
to direct the transfer of the nndermimtioned yillaf^es in the Mooltan District from the 
Tahsils mentioned in oolomn 8 of the following statement to the Tahsils mentioned in 
oolamn 4 thereof. The transfer will haye effect from the 1st October 1897.* 

* The list below is the list as amended by Punjab Government Notifications No. HOB, 
of 27th October 1897 and,— of 18th December 1897. 



Name of village. 



Tsbsil from which 
transferred. 



Chihin Mfran Kh^n 

Khoji 

J&ngal, 45 

Eotlf Naj&bat 
Chak Jhakkar 
Jhakkar 
Kot Misrf Kh&n 

Si&lK&DJdn 

Wahnfw&l 

Bnoh 

Rastilpnr 

Thath Ghalw6n 

Deri Arbi 

Lntfpnr 

KehrwiUa ... 

Ulw&h 

W&hiJaggdw&U 
„ EbojewaU 

Mnnshiw&la 

KaramUwilla 

Hotw&la 

Bamb 

W4hf Tajew^U 
W&hi Khorinw&lf .. 
Bhiir Lodhrin 

Jangal, 29 

Darkhwist Jifirwalf 

Sandfly 

Jangal, 10 

Jangali 11 

8abr4 

Kan^in 

Eander 

Abd Said 

Bastf h&ng 

Jalilpnr Pfrwali .. 
KotliOh&kar 

Mothi 

Kotli Shih BmClI .. 
BetowW ••• 

Dapil 

Jhamb^ 



Mooltan 



Shnjabad !!! 
Lodhran 


Mailsi 

Mooltan 

Shnjabad 


If ••• 


If • 


» ••• 


>f 


»» ••• 


H 


f» ».» 


it 



TahsU to which 
transferred. 



Shnjabad 



Lodhran 
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2di 

96 
282 
285 
288 
284 
287 
288 
289 
286 
240 
241 
242 
248 
267 
268 
269 
260 
261 
247 
245 
246 
252 
248 

H* 

249 
251 
260 
268 
256 
255 
254 
226 
227 
225. 
221 
244 
231 



282 
288 
284 
291 
290 
814 
242 
248 
289 
241 
240 
292 



Nftm« of rflUge. 



MiiikiJhMid6 

Bah&dnrpiir 

Nfturim Bhatti ... „• 

Bhindi 

Ga] ' .. 

Ub4wr4 ..• •!• .«• ,„ 
Bhaj&atpor ... ..i 

Umarpnr 

Mob&oa SILndila 

Lanfrar , 

Dilr&bpiir ... 
Koi Imimdin 

Danlatpnr ... 

Battar , 

Jangal, 89 , 

Mi&npnr , 

J»iigal86 , 

Qotabpar 

Balel 

N6rgarh , 

KotVaUA 

Tot Nt&rgarh , 

Jangal, 87 

„ 61 

„ Pahlw&n 

Tibbf Ul Shdh 

Bakannddfopar • •., 

Kotl4 HasBan Khin 

Dnli Ar&in , 

Ch&h Jodbd Bim , 

Tot MiiDpnr 

Jangal 88 

Sadlrpur 

Jangal, 60 

Gbak Qnreahfwila 

Jangal, 49 

Jangal, 68 

Jaoffal, 62 , 

Imam-nd.dfn (Mamd( Mahtam) .. 
Fatta Mabammad Mnrld Bakhsh.. 

MakbAlwih 

Jbandfrwih 

Ohdb Tngriin Wili 

BoharLangih 

Jangal, 400 

Bappar 

SarU , 

Bimpnr 

Qlzfwih 

ObakQizfwIh 

Bhina 

Tot Bobar Lang&h 

Laddbi 



Tabtil frott wbioh 
traiiaf«rrtd. 



Lodbran 



Mails! 



TabaU to wbioh 
traiiitorod. 



Shnjabad 



Lodbran. 
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Name of village. 


Tahnl from which 
transferred. 


Tahsil to whkh 
transferred. 








H 








294 


Giilzirpur 


Mailsi 


Lodhran. 


230 


Jaiigal,54 






223 


KapOrpnr 


... 




224 
222 


ChakPhaggd 

Naioh ,„ .,, .„ 


It ••• 


1} 


296 


IiarveBhwila 


)« ••• 


if 


298 


Bhopatpur 


,1 


" 


297 
295 


Manjh&Kotla 

Jamala 


i» ••• 


If 
ff 


208 


Mahar 


i» ••• 


If 


209 


DhorAMahfiran 


i> ••• 


>» 


210 


Chaukf 8obh4 Khin 


If 


ff 


220 


PattA GhulAm Haidar Khin 


1 


" 


210 


Jangal, 55 


!!« 


ff 


218 


Tot Chaukl Eanirii Kh£n 


... 


ff 


216 


Chankf „ „ 


. 


ff 


215 


Oulhar 


»> •• 


ff 


213 




it . ••• 


ff 


214 


ChaukfKohna 


ti ... 


ff 


211 


Jammfin Jat 


1 


ff 


212 


Chak ChanH KohnA 


f> ... 
}} ... 


f» 


207 






f> 


206 


Jalflpur 


1) ... 


If 


205 


Mnhammad Sa£ 


... 


ff 


204 


Bnrhanpup 




ff 


208 


HammalwAIa 


i> ••• 


II 


202 


Sabakot 


i> ••• 


i> 


201 


AryA 


ft •». 


ft 


195 


Amrpnr ... ... ,„ 


fy ••• 


It 


194 


Maliammadl Mdrad 


n 


ft 


192 


ShirikwAh 


11 ••• 


it 


198 


Kh&niw&H . 

******JJ*""*** ••• ••• »#• ••• at* 


M ••» 


ft 


138 


Ghak Muhammad Mfi?ad 


M ••• 


ft 


137 


KambfrwAla 


ft 


ft 


136 


Dakbn£C»i4nx 


»» 


ft 


135 


ChorwAh 


91 »•» 


ft 


134 


Chih&n Mnbammad Sharif 


II ..» 


f» 


139 


NaukAbiiwAh ;; 


»| «.• 


ft 


140 


Sh£h Jamil 


It .•• 


It 


141 


MArfBhigfiKhio 


f| ..» 


It 


143 


Piplf 


11 ..• 


tt 


142 


KotDAim 


I> ••• 


»t 


123 
124 


BAnawihan 


1} ..I 


II 
ft 


188 


MAohhfWAghA 


M ... 


♦f 


125 


MufharrafwAhan 


1) ... 


It 


182 


Masai Koti 


|> ••• 


ft 


131 


Wabind Sarminf 


If ... 


ff 


180 


DeriDiUwar 


f| ... 


ti 


129 


DeriMehrii ... 


If ••• 


•t 


126 


Deriuhl ;.: .:: ;;; 


f> M. 


ft 


128 


Qnlpur 


ff ... 


If 


119 


Kot Kauri Jhinda 


If ... 
f} •«• 


If 
It 
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Name of village. 


Tahail from which 
transferred. 


TahaU to which 
traniferred. 


120 
127 
121 
122 
116 
lU 
102 
118 
117 
118 
116 
217 


Jhok Khairan Mah&r 

HassaJojd 

BaatfJaUl 

Zfrak Wihan 

Q4dirpnr 

Chel&w&han 

Chak Qidirpnr 

Jam&lpar 

Mabir 

81i4h Abd Tihir 

Knnd Ahmad Aiar .. 

Partof Jaogal,66 ... 


:::::::::::: 


Mailsi 

II ... 

II •*. 

II 

It •»* 

If ••• 

i> 

If ••• 

If •.. 

It 

II ••• 

tt •*• 


Lodhran. 
ft 
•t 
tt 
t» 
tt 
»t 
tt 
tt 
t» 
>» 
tt 
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Department of Bevenne and Agriculture. 

OBNERAL. 

7h€ 2^th March 1898. 

No. 181. Notification.— In exercise of the powers conferred on him by the Acts 

1. Section 6 of the Punjab Land Revenue ?°*^^ ^^ *^^ "*'«^^' *^« Honorable the 

Act of 1887. Lientenant-Govemor is pleased to transfer 

8. Seotion 7 of the Oode of Griminal Pro* the village of Dhuniani from the Mnsaffar- 

4. Sobion 6 of the Indian Registration Aot, District, 
in of 1877. 

Department of Revenue and Agriculture. 

GENERAL. 
Dated 2Hth March 1898. 
No. 191. Notification.— In exercise of the powers conferrel oa him by the Acts 

1. Section 6 of the Punj%b Land Revenue u^„ll^lJ)! °'*'»*°'. ^^f ^^I'^"'''^^ ^he 
Aot of 1887. Lientenaat {± ivdmor is pleased to transer 

2. Seotion 7 of the Code of Crimiual Pro- the following villages frim the Shorkot 

"t"8'»^i 18. 8a..3«)tion {., of »h. Panjat, l*}fr^u,^t f^"* ^l'*'^ *". "?<> "^""fr' 
CJourte Act, I88i wala Tahsil of the Moltin District. 

4. Section 6 of the Indian Registration Aot, 
in of 1877. 

1. Laleri. I 5. JahAna MCrali. 

2. Kot K&thia. 6. Khatpor Sin<i&. 

8. Mohri Jhandfr. 7. Ohak Nanrang Shih. 

4. PakfrSyil. | 8. Kand Sargina. 
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